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E fl. 8 rgiouſly « adbere. to the Plain and 7 fimple 
\Truth, as it bad been delivered to the Saints 


"a 


3 from our Bleſſed Saviour and bis Apoſtles, and 


nn a firi#t conformity of Life to the ſacred Rules 
of our holy Religion, in the Unity of Faith and 
Bond of Peace; never - Juffering themſebves to be 


— dhe Fi 3 


f 


7 drawn from this Chriſtian Simplicity by the Sub. 


tleties of Di Pute, or artful Sophiſtry of turbu- 


lent and contentious Spirits. What was plainly 


revealed they piouſlybelieved, and tenacioufly ad- 
. bered unto, with a laudable Simplicity of Mind. 
And in the great Myſteries of Religion and the e/- 
 ſential Articles of -Chriftian Doctrine. they did 
not allow thennſelves to be amuſed with nice 


philoſephical Explications, retaining the fimple 


Truth, without deſcending into the Modus of a 


are unſearchable. by the ſcanty Meafures of - 
man Underſtanding, and thoſe Rules of. Logick 

and Metaphyſics which it preſcribes. And to 
tis it is, under ir the ee es and Pro- 


in their genuine 8 and Simplicity, which 
have, deſcended unto us in High of all the Arts 


of Satan and the refleſs Aﬀtivity of Ji bold 
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Myſlery, or. pretending. to explain the Things that 


e Vidory. 


- ( wi ) | 
Bil alas, in the ſucceeding Ages of Cr 
nic, both that Holineſs of Liſe and Simplicity of 
Spirit, bave by Degrees decayed: Aud a d. 
troverfies have been multiplied; jo the Heat of 
Diſputing bath unhappily tranſported the reſpec» 
5 tive Parties of the oppofite Sides to ſuch Degree, 
that as ſoon as any Error bath been broached, 
or any Truth 3 they have ſo run ini 
the Extremities of Oppoſition, to each ather, that 
the genuine Truth is overlooked and deſerted an 
both Sides; and the ſeveral Extremes have be. 
come the eſpouſed and darling Principles of the 
respective contending Parties: And for thoſe 
they fight with ſuch Zeal and vehemency, as if 
_ Chriſtianity would periſh, Ef SEES not obtain 


And then again, very fatally, it 6 happens 
that there are few Per ſons whoſe Minds are di- 
tereſted enough, not to find themſelves either upon 
the one or the other Side; ſometimes from their 

firſt Education, which often keeps a tenacious bald 
to the Authority of Men of diſtinguiſhed Charae- 
ter. And theſe Biaſſes of Prepoſſeſſion and Preju«. 
dice become ſtrongly fortified and rivetted by the 
laboured and artful Induſtry wherewith the h 
| fions of both Sides are careful to colour and drefe 

m_ "RP Tenets. _ And if it dub happen” : 
A 4 1% 


= — 5 Sabeleties of both Sides. For tie ceriatnly, eve- 


F 
rr ee IFRE 


axfwerable 
—— Side of the Queſtion ito; which they 
ite inte the Extremes ſhipping holly 


dhe two Extremes, ther the want of the due Ap- 
| | fication that is necifſary to diſcover it, aſier it 
bath been jo artfully blended and obſcured by the 


1 Body. that is not eee far wy 3p 
tereſt, has a general Defire to find the Truth; 
get there are few wha will undergo the due Pains 


and Application that are neceſſary to the Diſcern- 


mg of it; and fewer ftill who can diſengage them- 
ſelves of 2 A wherewith they ere an. 


te enguire into the Cauſe and Reaſon why the ſe- 
veral Parties have been thus miſled, 
and unluckily carried into the ſeveral Extremes: 


that are really oppoſite to the Truth, as well as te. 


each other; and this in ſo many: various Contro- 
verſes, "which bave unbappily peftered. and tor 
tured" the Chriſtian Church, to the ſcandalous. 
Breach. of Chriftian Charity, and the woful E. 
Falls of Schijm. and Dinnfion: Tt will be obvious. 
ta n make this. Mo * it bath ari- 


I | ſen, : 
E ; 


Strength of the Arguments levelled 


ge 
ever the falid Truth that lies concealed hetwixt 


tangled. 
. If any Jmpartiol Mind ball give it if Ne 


/ \ 


* 


tte oppoſite Side and Extreme 


7 


(„ 
gelegene, frm tir ug fc js 


optics and precarious Arguments, as if they prov- 


ed any thing at all, did prove too much: But far 


gument into ſuch Conſequences, or Concluſions, as 
it will not bear upon due Examination; yet ſuch 


is their Fondneſs of. the Argument, eſpecially if it 
16 of their own Invention, that t 


bey are not cau- 


tiaus 2 to confine it to uubut it will, and doth 
really 


3 the . But inflead of this, 


; which would point unto, and . 


they do unwarily firetch it into their own im- 


 ginary Conſequences, or Conclufions, without a 
due and deliberate Examination of thaſe falſe in- 
ferences ; eſpecially if they are at firſt View b 
cious and plaufible. And then as ſoon as they of 
find themſelves 


pinched by the ſalid Argument, inflead of allowing 
it the due Scope, which would diſcover and g- 


bliſh the real Truth, they run, in the Heat of 


Diſpute, into all the Ariful Shifts they can c 


trove, to ener vate and baffle it altogether. 

If were eaſy to illuſtrate this by @ great Va- 
riety of Inſtances, wherein the Truth that lies . 
tween the contending Parties, is cverν)ð and 


quite negletied upon bath Sides. Thus tn the an-" 


tient Controver ies relating to the Divine Grace,” 
6 the Pelagians l 
BY the 


(x) 


the and Side, and the. Maniche6s on the other, ail l 


bathuf themuſe ſome Arguments whith are firong- 


by concluftuve of. tbe genuine Truth that lay be- 
tween them; but then they did not confine their 


falid Arguments to what they did really prove, 


ferences, which they did not duly examine; each 
Side overlooking the Truth, and in the Heat of 
| their Diſpute, racking their Wits to enervate the 
ſolid. Arguments, wwhich did truiy eftabliſh it, 
and would have led them to cloſe with it, if their 
Prejudices * ee . nn 
22 
Now N is an Inſtance that mu be allow- 
ed to verify what I here advance, ſo it it of an 
antient Fatt; and fundry of the Points in Contro- 
ver then toſſed upon both the Extremes, viz. both 
by the Pelagians and the Manichees, are now, 
 entiquated, and bappily abandoned on all Hands; 
and therefore, I have pitched upon it, and 4 
in Safety, without any Danger of being cenſured. 
But when I turn my Thought-to any Modern Ex-. 
_ emple for Proof of this, there indeed, tho they 
are not wanting in too great Plenty, yet in moſt 
| of the Queſtions of: Importance that are at preſent 
warmly debated, ſuch is the Violence of thoſe 
bo have efpouſed the Extremes upon both Sides, 
tbat I fand in Awe of vouching or condeſcending 


, but ſtretebed them into their own imaginary In: 


2 Y 
L 


b! 

upon any other Inſtance of Controverſy that is at 
preſent in the Field, than what this. Differtath- 
0 advance: And perhaps there is Boldneſt 
enough in this. As to trifling Queſtions, where 
T might do it with greater Safety, they ore wat 
worthy the Pains of a Remark. - 

For à long Series of Years I have, in my weak 
| Capacity, ſearched after the Truth with all the 
Diſengagement I can from Partiality, ta any of 

the oppoſite Sides, in a great Variety of Contre- 
werfies., ubich are at preſent toſſed with great 
 Animofity; and in a Number of them have car- 
ried my Enquiries to the ſame Finiſhing, as IT 
bave done upon this Subject of the Power of the 
Church. And indeed, to my Comfort, Ir fub 
hy. ſatisfied in the great Myſteries of our Hay Re- 
ö tigion, agreeably to the three antient Creeds. But 
in many of the other Controverfies I am much d. 

cei ved, 1" i7 the Truthdath wo lie negle ed betwixt 
the Extremes, which are become the darling Prin- 
ciples of the oppojite Sides. And although every | 
Diſcovery of the neglected Truth, gives great a- 


 fisfattion to my own Mind, yet the Regard which 

T have long conceived due to the After-quiet of 

my Life, hath heretofore reſtrained me from er- 

| Hofing any of the Enquiries I baue made to the 
Puplick View, . | 


* 


1 xii) 
Eil iat an Office of Humanity, n 
to point the Way to every Traveller 
_ after Truth. But when the Truth is beſet on 
all Hands, with Armed Bands in a Field of Cun- 
|  Fention, where the oppofite Parties will needs im- 
| upon each other the Shadows of Truth, for 
Truth it ſelf, and the Fray is wiolent; if one ſball 
adventure into the Scuffle, though with a Chari- 
table Deſign of pointing to the everlocked Truth, 
. either to the contending Parties, or to one that is 
nor yet engaged, he ſeldom miſſeth of getting the 
* Ridding-Stoke from both Sides. Obſervation 
| ond Experience bath often taught, that this is 
_ rhe uſual e eee ir 
N e | 
better Succeſs, by communicating this ee 
an, ina Private Manner, to ſeveral Perfons of 
aàddreſſed to the Peruſal of it with as much Pre 
judice, as I can reaſonably look for any where; 
: and yet, gfter a ſecond or third Reading, have 
been profelyted by it: This bath made me yield 
to publiſhit. And if it ſhall, in any Meaſure, 
contribute to clear up this important Queſtion, 
8 — 


. .. nenn for the Remudof ki Charitable Endeavour to- 
Eiſengage them. > © 


* 


n the Council ef Trent, only \ ſo far, as to g 
the Divine Right of all Biſhops to their - 
tive Spiritual Authority, aſſerted,” and ſuſtaus- 
ez it would have been a'great and im ,, 
Advance, te a regular and orderly W 
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bath, 


naughty Spirits of thoſe Biſhops themſehves ; who, 
dier reſcued from the thraldom* they are. under. 
Preſent Baits. By ſeveral Steps in the Conduct 


© of that Pope, it ſeems, he was a Man of Prince- 
y Genius, with an uncommon Candour of Mind, 


62 xiv 1 8 
World knows how this Nen an hin 
dable A 
wailing Influence of the-Romiſb Curt. 
. By \the.- Accounts that have been tranſmitted 
From Italy, it in indeed evident that the lutę Pope = 
among other great Advances to a Catholic 


Reformation, lately made a fair Attempt in pur 


| fance of the ſame. Deſign; which"did then, in 


the: Council of Trent, miſcarry; baving for that 


very End, convened a-Council of Italian Biſhops 


t-the Lateran, in tbe Near 1725, which glori- 


| ous Projett bath likewiſe. proved abortive, by the 


Management of the Oppoſers, and the mean und 


it ſeems, were careleſs of baving their own Oi. 


to the Romiſn Court; or were corrupt, ed by. ſome 


adorned with great peas Met n 0 
mating the untverſal Good. 
\ "Bur Pride and dimkition had tranſported fans 


of the Popes, bis Predeceſſors, ſo monſtrouſly far, 
as to graſp at the Supremacy, even of the Civil 


| Power, pretending to looſe their Subjects from all 
Allegiance to them, to probibit all dutiful Ad- 


e to dem, under the bigheft Pains and Cen- 
5 fares, 


* — 


(x N 
fare, and to transfer their Rights to others and 
tbey never wanted Tools of Learning and C- 
rater, to juſtify thoſe Pretenfions. And when 
ſeveral Civil Powers had, at the Reformation, 
ſhaken off the Roman Yoke, ſo it bappened, that 
they did not confine themſelves to the efertingsf 
their own juſt Rights, and the reſcuing and uin 
dicating of the Ecclefraftical Rulers within their 
0 Dominians, from the Uſurpation and Ty» 
y of the Romiſh Court. But inflead of this; 
pans oe the opulent - Revenues of Eels 
aſlical Perſons, as well as of all the Abbies and 
 Monaſteries, they engroſſed, and aſſumed to theme 
ſelves the whole Ecclefiaſtical Power: Looking 
with a jealous Eye upon every Claim to any Ine 
_ trinſukSpiritual Power, bowever duly limited aud 
modeſtiy aſſerted; as if they ftill dreaded ſome nem 
Encroachments upon their Prerogative Crouned 
Heads; and Common-Wealths haue agreed in this, 
as if it had been by Concert, ta the 
Detriment and Ruin of Chriftian Diſcipline (im 
the Modern Senſe of that Ward) —— 
Rel; ion can never thrive, 
be juft Senſe of this woful Detriment, excit< 
od foe areas and nd ies, to fland up for the 
| Rights of the Church; Jometimes in one Corner, 
ond fever in another. The Flouriſbing of 
true Religion and Piety inthe nt Ages of Chet. 


— 


(ai) - 
i, ben Diſcipline was fie, and the Con- 


— | the Ecclefia Ra 


_ Nes 7 have the Reclifiaftical . 
thority This indeed was their Duty and 
8 But alas, the Fealauſy of Cui 
Powers did at lraſt hs Dice 
Os e fone | 


the Eccleftaſtical 
znto fuch Hands as #retched them to the Exeremr, 


ſabjecting to it, the fupreme Civil - Power 
Ml. and to the. exempring , Eeolohglet 


Cauſes, the Cogniſance of the Civil Autho. 
; ry; ad with, n the a on, foe" of 
| erm: And ir did noe gag) them to vindicate 
' the guſt Right of the Supreme Givil Power; but 
further too, they frremuouſty-impugned all Title 
and Claim of KS CE EP 
any Authority whatfoever, #8 derive 
. fas Chriſt ; allnping them on fuch Authority as 
they bad by Conſent of Chyiftiun Members, or 
| the Donation of Civil Powers.  Phading, that 
| to allo chem more, 3 
| Publick Pang, and the Sacred Authority of Cl 


Powers. 8 * * 


(=) 


"to be the State ofthe Nueſtiom and Controverſy: 
One Side contending for the independent Church 
"Power," and the or her Side upon the oppoſite Ru- 

treme, wholly" rejecting all Ecclefiaſtical A 
thority by any intrinfic Right, from a groutd- 
Teſs Conceit of its being inconſiſtent with the juſf 
Claim of the Supreme Civil Power > Both Sides 
NY nn Gan if they 
bad not in the Heat of Difputing overſtretched 


them, and could bave diſcreetly confined them ts 


the Proof of what is the genuine Truth, which 
Muna 

Now if Learned and Good Men upon beth 
Sides, would be induced to part with the Ex- 
tremes, and unite in clofing with, and contending 
Jointly to efftabliſh the Truth which lies between 
em, it could not fail to have excellent fer 
For 1ſt, This would remove the Tealoufies = 
of Civil Powers, when they find no Danger of 
undermining their own juſt Rights, and en- 
rage and invite them to firengthen the Hands of 
_ Ecclefiaftical Rulers, in the due and diſcreet Ex- 


erciſe of that Spiritual Authority which they do 


(xviii 
4 by the awful Reg ards it would bring 5 fo the 


Sion of the Spiritual Rod. | 
And 2dly, If all the Learned. and Pius Men, 


that have at Heart the Concerns of Religion, were 
united and combined in this great Defign, upon 
the Principles aſſerted in the following Diſſerta- 
tion; it would ſoon be found an eaſy Taſk to 
cut off from the Men of looſe Principles, and the 
Free- thinkers (as they perverſly call themſelves) the - 
great Handle, which the Embarraſſing of this im- 
portant Queſtion by @ bot Contention for the Ex- 
tremes of bath Sides of the Truth bath given them. 
They muſt be blind who do not ſee how they la- 
bour, might and main, to enervate and extin - : 
guiſb all Church Power, as the moſt envy yed Fence 
revealed Religion, that ſtands in their Way 
to obſirud# their intended Triumphs over it. In- 
deed their Levelling Principles do likewiſe ſtrite 
at the Rights of Civil Powers tbemſelves; but 
tte Care of their own Safety lays ſome Reftraint 
upon them; confining them often to ſquinting 
* Blows and Innuendo's, though ſometimes they 
make. bold Sallies with their original Contrutts. 
But where the Church is to be battered, they thun- 
der aloud, and will allow no Quarter to the moſt 
innocent and harmleſs Truth of the intrinfic Spi- 
ritual Power LEN the Church. And it weregreat 
| b uy 


Ut 
4a 


5 Writers who have contended - the Indepen- 
dent Church Power, the Learned Author * of the 
Caſe of the Regale, &c. ſcems to have bid as 
fair for the eſtabliſhing of that Doctrine, as 
any other, by a very diſtinguiſhed Talent in 
the Managing of Controverſy. Beſides bis um- 
common Penetration, ſuch are the Artful Strokes 
of his happy Pen, that few Writers in Cantro- 
very, either of this or former Ages, have at. 
tained to equal bim: And therefore I baue ad. 
ventured more particularly, to examine his Rea- 
ſoning uponthis Queſtion : Truſting to the Strength 
of Truth, under bis Aid, who bath ſaid, The 
Battle is not to the Strong, and who, by the 
weak and fooliſh Things of the World, can con- 
found the Reaſonings of the Wiſe and Mighty. 
And by the neceſſary Condeſcenfions which that 
Learned Author hath candidly found himſelf a- 
bliged to make; and the Allowances which Thave 
been obliged mutually to give, the Variance be- 
twixt us, is brought to the very Hair's-breadth in 
which we could Poſſibly have differed, if we had 
been both of us together , as is plain in the follow- 
ing Sheets, viz. in Sect. III. from Num. 4*, and 


» Mr. Lefty. | . 


B 2 


ment, that being ſoncar tothe ruth; he yet leap'd 


3 which could only be owing to l 


the Heat of Diſpute, and bis Attachment to the 
Side be bad eſdouſed. I did at neg ll co lay this 
before him, but was too contemptible - an ent 
fo have Influence, eſpecially when the Thing Was 
but briefly repreſented. - 

I thought it expedient fo 8 the Reeder 


with this Preface, which may have ſome Tenden- 


cy to prepare the Minds of thoſe that labour un-. 


der the Biaſſes of Prejudice, for procuring the. 
more impartial Peruſal of what doth follow. 


Ang I ſhall add no more, left the. Preface be- 
come di a proportioned fo the defined g K 
the ey it ſe * eee 8 
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U r ON TH E 


PO 


CHURCH, &c. 


O prevent all Miſtakes that may a- 


riſe from che Ambiguity of Words, 
the Reader is advertiſed once for 


all; that by Power is underſtood, 
A a Right to give Commands which bind the 
Conſcience of thoſe who are ſubject thereunta. 
By che Supreme Civil Power, is underſtood, the 


B 3 Higheſt 


8 1. 


His Eben Auchorie under God, in any 3 8 
or tic ion. And finally, by an Independent 
Power, is 8 that Power which is not ſfub- 
ject to the Commands, nor liable to the Check 
or Controlmenc of any other, in Things re- 
lating to the Exerciſe of its own Authority. 
And the careful Remembrance of this Intima- 
tion, about the Signification of theſe Terms, is 
to to b. ſtill carried along; in the Peruſal of this 


Treatiſe. 
5 5 * 5. | 


5 


e 4444445 
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N Order to e r or no 
there is any ſuch Independent Power 
lodged in the Rulers of the Church; it will 
be neceflary, Firſt, to enquire into the Extent 
and Limits of the Juſt Cl Claim of the Supreme 
Civil Power; and next, to confider, how an 
Independent Church Power can conſiſt with 
this? And this ſhall be our Method. And in 
che Anſwering to the Objections againſt the 
Doctrine which we are to aſſert, we ſhall have 
Occaſion to explain our Sentiment more fully; 
and to reconcile the due Authority, wherewith 
Fes . hath truly veſted che Rulers of his 
N une 


S8 EC ro I. 
Church, with the Juſt Claim of che Jupreme 
. And firſt, If we would know how far the 
1 Claim of the Supreme Civil Power doth 
extend, we ſhall be beſt directed by thoſe Ora- 
cles of God, which do preſcribe to us the Du- 

ty of Subjection and Obedience. And 1 ſhall 
only point to a few of them in the New Teſta- 
ment. Rom. xiii. 1. Ler every Soul be fi 
o the higher Powers, and Vat « . Wherefore 
ye muſt needs be ſubjef, nut only * wrath, but 
alſo for Conſcience ſake. Tit. ini. 1. Put them 
in mind to be ſubject to principalities and Nom 
to obey Magiſtrates. 1 Pet. ii. 13, 14, 15. Sub- 
init your ſelves to every Ordinance of "Man, for 
the Lord's ſake, whether it be to the King as f. 
preme, or unto Governors, as unto them that are 
Sent by him, for the puniſhment of evil deers, and 
for the praiſe of them that do well: far ſo isthe 
a, God. 
Prom thoſe, and many othir Texts in Scrip- 
ture, it is plain, that all Perſons, as well Ecdle- 
ſiaſtical as Civil, are bound in Conſcience to o- 
bey the Commands of lawful Civil Powers, in 
very Thing that is lawful. 
3. By every Thing that is lawful, we are 
bete to underſtand, not only thoſe Things chat 
te dn themſelves neceſſary to be done, or our 


B 4 indiſpen- 


vperi 
en bam The, Murder, 
or any other Thing that is our 


dur Parents, 
Advleery, . 8755 


3 -by the Law of Nature, or the Revealed 

I Lay God: But alſo, thoſe Things which 

I 1 . lawful, and appear: ſo to Us, 

I _ #. 6. if che Things are in their own Nature ſuch = 
3 4 We may either do them, or not do them, 
E, without Sin, then we are to be determined by 
S che e s Commands to do what he re- 

I and to abſtain from what he forbids, 

J | though even aftcr the Magiſtrate hath in» 

I eh his Authority, che Thing dorh ſtill re- 
= main, in it ſelf, indifferent; yet it ĩs no longer 

5 ſo-28 to our Practice; but it then becomes a 

. - Sinin us not to do what lawfully we may, when 


he requires it. - Doch not every Father think his 
Child is bound to do that, e Command, 
which was merely indifferent before he com- 
-. manded it, and Javfally might either be done 
him, or not? Now the Su upreme Magiſtrate | 
| hath greater Authority over his Subjects, than 
any Father hath over his Children. He is Pater 
Patrie, and Children are bound to obey him 
| rather than their Father and natural Parents, 
- when their ſeveral reſpective Commands are 
* Ani _ 1 this ow 


i 
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thin dar rennen Part af all human 
5 and the Civil Autho» 
rity: ſo limited, as to bind to nothing but ſack 
Duties as are expreſly commanded by God bes 
fore; which were a groſs Ahſurdĩ xp. 

3k K e here ee ee 
of thoſe who affirm, that Things in themſelves 
indifferent, become unlawful, - when they are 
impoſed by Authority; becauſe, forſooch, fuck 
Impoſitions do encroach upon their Chriſtian 
Liberty. For if Things indifferendly lawful 
become ſinful, becauſe Authority ea ins them, 
leſt our Chriſtian Liberty be thereby invaded s 
then by the fame Reaſon, they muſt needs be» 


come neceflary when the Magiſtrate forbids 
them; and what is this, as one hath well faid; 
back- 


bdaurt to ſpell the Magiſtrate's Authority 
Wards; . 
er over the Conſcience, by his N 
which i denied to his Commands. +, of had 
5. Nay further, if the Thing be indifferent» 
y lawful in it felf, though it appear doubelul- 
to us, and we cannot reſolve our ſelves w 
ther it be lawful or evil; yet even in tha 
we are bound in our Practice, as good Subjedts, 
to chuſe the Part of the doubeful Caſe, which 
the Magiſtrate doth command; becauſe the 
Obligation to obey the Magiſtrate's Command, 


6 meren 5 
is certain; but the unlawfulneſs of what one 
doubteth is not ſo. The Reader may ſee the Ob- 
from Nom. xiv. uit. fully anſwered in that ex- 
cellent Caſe againſt Diſſenters, viz. © The Caſe 
of a doubting Conſcience, relating to thoſe 
_ © who ſeparate from the Church of England; be- 
t cauſe they doubt whether they may wy 
*communicate therewith, or no.” 
i Every Soul then is bound to obey che Com- 
mands of Civil Powers, in every Thing that is 
lawful; including Things that are indifferent, 
as well as neceſſary, either by the an 
ture, or the Revealed Law of God. x7 und 
6. Nay further, it is not at the Opticg:of 
the good Subject to chuſe the paſſive Part, when 
the Civil Magiſtrate interpoſeth his Command, 
i. e. to undergo the Penalty, rather than fulfil 
| the Precept, if the Thing commanded is in it 
ſelf lawful; becauſe the Penalty is only annex- 
ed, as the ſecondary Will of the Magiſtrate, to 
enfotce the Precept; and the primary Aim of 
the Law is not the Penalty, but Conformity 
aud actual Obedience. Now it is the Will of 
the Magiſtrate that doth bind the Subject in all 
Things lawful and indifferent; and therefore, 
ſeeing an Active and not a Paſſive Obedience, 
in to * accounted the Will of the Magi- 
2 Wane; 
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7 
irate, it muſt be undutiſul, in Things lawful 


and indifferent, to chuſe the penal rather than 
che preceptive Part of Obedience; nor can & 
be excuſed from Diſobedience. + 
There is no avoiding this, if the — 
of Civil Authority are allowed to bind theCon- 
| ſcience at all; unleſs it ſhould be faid, that e- 
very penal Law hath in it an Alternative, ſo as 
to render the Man as obedient who fufferech 
for his Refuſal, as another who doth what the 
Law requires: And at this Rate, | though a 
King ſhould command nothing but what may 
lawfully be done, yet without the Breach of Du- 
ty, or the Sin of Diſobedience, all his Subjects 
might refuſe to do any Thing he enjoins ; win 
would ruin all Societies and Government. 
7. But if the Thing commanded be in ie GIF 
finful and unlawful, or appear ſo tous; though 
indeed the moſt exact Care ſhould be taken to 
lay aſide Prejudices, and to have the Conſeis 
ence well informed, yet we ought not, upon 
any Pretence, to yield active Obedience to ſuch a. 
Command. No: In this Caſe, the Plea of the A- 
poſtles ought to take Place, viz. That Gad is to 
be obeyed rather than Man. Act. iv. 19. — Me- 


: ther it be right in the jight of God, to bearken 


unto you, more than unto Gad, judge ye. And 
Act. v. 29. Then Peter and the 27 Apoſtier 
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an ſvered and ſaid, We oupht ro obey Galrathep 
than Men Thus did the three Children an- 
wer Nebuc haduexxar, Dan, iii. 18. But though 
we muſt not yield active Obedience to ſuch*a 
Command, yet ſtill we are bound to paſſive 
Obedience. i. 8 to ſubmit quietly to the Pe 
nalty, though it doth reach to the Loſs of our 
Eſtates and: Liberties, yea, and of Life it (elf; 
= - 1tinſeſs we can prudently withdraw, and by 
, akt avoid che Rage of our Superiors. Con- 
ſidering chat hey who ght ſpall receive to them- 
ſeives: Damnation. Rom. xiii And this is the 
only Caſe in which paſſive Obedience canlaw- 
be preferred to the active; and wherein the 
nſcientious Subject is left at Liberty to chuſe 
the penal rather than the preceptive Part of 
Obedience; 2. e. to undergo che ; Punithepgns, 85 
| eben _ ENCES, 


+} * . 
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vil Power, as it hath been explained 

| — — Section, leaveth no Room un- 
ta, and alloweth no place for any Eccleſiaſtical 
* üüttinet eee and independent 

there- 
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thereupon. I do not alm chat all Ecclefi- 
aſtical Power is inconfiſtent with the juſt Claim 
of the Supreme Civil Power, as that is before 
explained and aſſerted: No; ſo far from this, 
chat Lam. fully convinced the Eccleſiaſtical Ru- 
lers do truly derive a Spiritual Authority from 
Feſus Cbriſt: And I ſhall hereafter take O- 
fon to eſtabliſh this Truth, and to reconcile 
che due Authority of che Eccleſiaſtical Ru- 
lers, with the ſaid. juſt Claim of the 
Civil Power. Buc I do affirm, chat all Inde- 
pendent Ecclefiaſtical Power and Auchority is 
inconſiſtent therewith. And that, 
Fig, Becauſe, if Eeclefiaſtical Authority duch 

at all bind the Conſcience, independently of the | 
: Supreme Civil Power, it muſt be, either in 
' Things s lawful and neceflary, or, in Things 
lawful and indifferent. For to Things unlawful 
and ſimful, no Authority or Power whatſoever, 
can bind any further than to outward Sulfer- 
ings; and it is not pretended, that Eccleſiaſtical 
Authority hath any Privilege of inflicting this. 
And 1}, As to Things neceſſary, i. e. Things 
that are already determined by ſome Law of 
God, either rr Even they 
who do aſſert an independent Church Power, 
do generally affirm, that in alf fuch Things, 
Eccleſiaſtical Rulers have no Power at all, fave: 
— - , only 


** 


or Preaching, and Exhorting or Preſſing to O- 
bedience. Indeed in ſuch neceſſary Things, tho 
Civil Magiſtrate not only may, but ought to in- 
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only, of Declaring or Explaining, Proclaicaing | 


terpoſe his Authority; and thereby, make that 
the Law of Man, which was only the Law of 


. God before; becauſe, under God, he has the 
Power of our Bodies and Goods, and can in- 


flict an Outward and Temporal Puniſhment, 
upon the Breach of that Duty, which God - 
hath chreatned with an everlaſting Puniſhment: 
Rut the Ecclefiaſtical Rulers have no fuch Po- 
er; and therefore, there is no ſuch Reaſon for 


chem, upon this Score, to claim a Right of in- 


terpoſing any Authority in ſuch Things. If 
this Sentiment were well eſtabliſhed, then the 


Sphere of Eccleſiaſtical Rulers, in Things al- 


ready determined by God's Command, could, 


Properly, be only to proclaim, Thus faith the 


Lord; and toperfuade or diſſuade, by repreſent- 


ing God's Promiſes to the Obedient, and his 


Threatnings to the Diſobedient. But we need 
not inſiſt on this; for we are ready to grant that 
the Eccleſiaſtical Rulers have Authority over 
the Conſciences of Chriſtians, ſo as to ſuper- 


induce a further Degree of Guile upon the Diſ- 


obedient: And indeed without this, they could 
not inflict their Eccleſiaſtical Cenſures upon Re- 
bels 
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bels and Diſturbers of the Civil Government, 
or thoſe that are guilty of other the groſſeſt im- 
moralities: Vet this will not ſatisfy thoſe who 
do aſſert the Independency of Church Power, 
unleſs it be likewiſe yielded to be their Righe 
alſo. in Things of an indifferent Nature. And 
truly it were a ſorry Kind of Independent Power 
which could not bind the Conſcience to any 
Thing, but what it is already nn 

other Authority. | 
But 2dh, Neicher doth the Authority of 
the Supreme Civil Power, as I have before briefly 
eſtabliſhed and explained it, allow any Place 
for an independent Church Power in Things 
lawful and indifferent. For, if in all ſuch 
Things, every Soul, not the Eccle- - 
fiaſtical Rulers ante ns to obey 
the Supreme Civil Power, and that too, for 
Conſcience Sake: How then can thoſe Be- 
clefiaſtical Rulers have any Authority to bind 
the Conſciences of others, i of that 
fame Power, which they are themſelves bound 
to obey, and this too in thoſe very ſame Things, 
' wherein they are themſelves bound to obey? 
Eſpecially if their contradictory Commands 
ſhall be impoſed at the ſame Time. Is ig po 
ſible for the Wit h racenets BOO 
E ane 247 
2. If 


= - 
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_ Civil Power is not in it felf finful, or againſt 
ſome Divine Law, natural, or poſitive; in this 
Cuſe, the Eccleſiaſtical Rulers cannot be vindi- 
cuted from Diſobedience, if they comply not 
with it, though they ſhould ſincerely aſſert and 
ſtrictly practiſe the Duty of Paſſive Obedience: 
This is plain from what | is faid before, vis. Set. 
IL. Num. 6. For there is no Reaſon can be affign- 


ed, why it ſhould be in the Option of the Ee- 
cleſiaſtical, more than of the Lay Subjects, to 
chuſe the penal rather than the preceptive Part 
of Obedience, when nothing is commanded but 


what is in it ſelf lawful. And if the alternative 


zs allowed to be alſo in the Choice of Laymen; 
| then { every. Subje& will have as good a Claim. 


tothe Independency, upon chis Score, as the Ec- 
cleſiaſtical Society it ſelf, i. e. the Rulers there- 
of. And ſo in their Eccleſiaſtical Power, there 
will be nothing fingular. 

Seeing then the Eccleſiaſtical Rulers ks: 
imore chan other Subjects, exempted from Ac- 
tive unto Civil Powers, in all Things 
Harare ns finful ; it is therefore in vaitito ralk 
of their being obliged hereunto, only from pru- 
dential Conſiderations, when ſuch Things are 
commanded by the Civil Magiſtrate as are pure- 
by N and relate l to the Order 


and 
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and Diſcipline of the Church, which doth im- 
ply, that they are only determined thereunto, 
by their own. Conveniency, or Diſcretion and 
good Nature; and not from the Conſcienceand 
Senſe of Duty. For the Things commanded, 
are either lawful, or not; and if they ate la. 
ful, then are they bound upon their Conſcien-- 
ces, nee of the Commend of their Civil a 
N | 
Now to pretend, ih Caſe, that dhe Su- 
preme Civil Power hath Right to Obedience 
then only, when it commands Things 
within its proper Sphere, is no ways to the Pur- 
poſe: For, as hath been before demonſtrated, the 
proper Sphere of its Authority extends to eve- 
ry Thing that is not countermanded by fome 
Law of God, either natural or revealed: And 
that too, not only ſo, as to enforce it by an 
external Law; but likewiſe fo as to bind the 
Conſcience to active Obedience. I fay, every 
Thing that is not countermanded by ce Law 
of God, either natural or revealed: For theſe 
only are the Limits of the Supreme Civil Pom. 
er: which — doth bind the Conſcience 
to an active Obedience in every Thing, except 
it ſhall r what God forbids, or forbid 
what. God doth command. And indeed, to 


ſpeak properly, ſuch Excepted Things, he- 


cher 


chat are 
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ther they telate to Civil or Eccleſiaſtical Mat- 


them chat is immutable by Men, than not to 
be under che Authority of the Supreme Civil 
Power; for in Scripture the Acts and Orders of 
the Civil Magiſtrate, even in thoſe excepted 


ters, mould rather be ſaid to have ſomething in Eo 


Things, are called, The Commandment'of the 


King by tbe Ward of tbe Lord, 2 Chr. xxix. 15. 
and xxx. 12. Andhence it is that human Laws 
do ſuperinduce a new Obligation; when they 
command or forbid Things that art nd 
cd or forbidden by God before. 
3. It is agreed on all Hands, chat en 
End for which Civil Powers were inſtituted by 
God, and which they ought to propoſe tothem- 
ſelves in the Exerciſe of their Authority (to uſe 
the Words of the Apoſtle, 1 Tim. ii. 2.) is this: 
That their Subjects may live under them peace- 
Let theſe Texts of Scripture be deliberately con- 
ſidered, Deut. xvii. 19. And it ſhall be with 
im (viz. a Copy of the Law with the King) 
and be ſhall read therein all the Days of bis Life, 
that he may learn to fear the Lord his God, to 
keep all the Words of this Law, &c.: Joſh. i. 8. 


This Book of the Law, ſhall not depart out of thy 


Mouth, but thou ſhalt meditate therein Day and 
Night; that thou mayeſt obſerve to do according 
£0 all that is written therein, &c. And Pſal. ii. 

| IO, 1 I, 
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10, 11, 12. Be wiſe now therefore, O ye Kingsz 
Be inſtructed, ye Fudges of the Earth: Serve the 


Lord with Fear, and kiſs the Son, left be be an- 
_ gry. In the judgment of Interpreters, theſe 
Texts are all ſpoken to Civil Rulers, not as pri- 
vate Perſons: For ſo there would be nothing in 


thoſe Precepts peculiar to them, but as Magi- 


ſtrates; requiring them to uſe their Authori- 
ty in ſuch Manner, that the Laws of God and 
Duties of Religion may be obſerved by all under 
them. Thus did David, Solomon, Hezekiah, 
good Joſſab, and the King of Nini veb. And 
dy this it is, that Kings become nurſing Fa- 
thers to the Church; as was promiſed by the 
Prophet Iſaiah, Chap. xlix. verſe 23. They 
then ſerve God as Kings, when they do thar in 
Order to his Service, which they could not do 
unleſs they were Kings. Now from this it doth 
_ plainly follow, that they muſt needs have Au- 

thority in all Things neceſſary for this End, 
+ whether they be Things Civil or Ecclefiaſtical. 
For if the End ſhall be admitted, we muſtlike- 
wiſe admit of. thoſe Things, without which 
that End canot be attained. 

And hence it is that St Paul in Roz. xii”. 4 
calls the Supreme Civil Power, The Minifter of 
God tothee for good: And the Minifter of Ged 
| fo execute Wrath upon Eim that dub Evil. 

C 2 Where 
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Where Good and Evil are both of them ex- 
preſſed indefinitely, and without any Excepti- 
on; ſo that ay is Good, the Supreme 
Civil Power is God's Miniſter to thee, (indefi- 
nicely alſo, i. e. to every Soul) for promoting 
thereof. And juſt ſo he hath Authority, and 
ñt ĩs his Duty to execute Wrathupon iA THAT | 
bor Evil; whether the Evil that is done re- 
late to Things Civil or Eccleſiaſtical, wichout 
any Limitation or Exception. 

Every Thing then that can be done, = 7 
out Sin, is ſubjected to the Authority of the Su- 
preme Civil Power, as well as every Perſon; and 
that too, ſo far, that every Perſon, Eccleſiaſtical 
as well as Civil, is to give Active Obedience in 
every Thing that can be done without Sin, whe- 
ther the Thing be a Matter Eccleſiaſtical or Civil, 
without Exception: Which may be alſo furcher 
demonſtrated, . 

3. Plainly from che Abſurdiey that od fol. 
low upon the admitting of any Authority inde- 
pendent of the Supreme Civil Power. And 
that, becauſe this doth neceſſarily introduce two 
Supreme Powers into one Community, which 
is a Thing unnatural and inconſiſtent: For that 
which is higheſt, can be but one. This is the 
Argument wherewith the F athers confuted the 
Polytheiſm of the Gentiles. If there ſhould be 

| more 


go to the Bench or to the Camp, and by the 


. 
8B TION II. 17 

more Supreme Powers than one, their Com- 
mands might be contradictory one to another; 
and fo the Perſons commanded left without a 
poflibility of obeying the one, unleſs the other 
were diſobeyed. And it will not ſolve this diffi- 
culty, to anſwer, that there is ſtill but one Su- 
preme Civil Power in Civil Things; and that 
thoſe Things which are pretended to be only 
ſubjected to another Authority, are of another 
Nature, viz. Ecclefiaſtical and Spiritual: And 

the Actions and Cauſes being different, wiz. 
Ecclefiaſtical and Civil, therefore, the Reſpec- 
tive Powers commanding thoſe Actions, may 
alſo be different, and the one be i of 
the other. This, I ſay, doth not ſolve the Diſſi- 
culty. 
For every Action and Cauſe eo 
ſo ſubjected to the Cognizance and — 
of the Supreme Civil Power, that however it 
may be an Eccleſiaſtical Cauſe, yer if the Civil 
Power is pleaſed to interpoſe therein, it becomes - 
| likewiſe a Civil Cauſe or Action. I ſhall have 
Occaſion to make this ſufficiently clear after- 
ward: And therefore at preſent, 


Let us only ſuppoſe the fame Perſon at the J F 


ſame Time to be commanded by the one, to 


vor to go to the Church. Let us 3 
Cy | 
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to undertake ſome Foreign Embaſſy, whom the 
Church doth command to take the Office of a 
Biſhop, or a Preſbyter, at home. It is evident, 
that in this Caſe, upon the Suppoſition of two 


that the Civil Power doth command the Man | 


Independent Powers, there would be an Qbli-, © 


gation upon this Man toobey both theſe Com- 
mands. For Authority, and an Obligation to 
obey it, are inſeparable: But an Obligation to 
thoſe contrary Things, is repugnant and abſurd. 
No Man can Serve two Maſters — Mat. vi. 24. 


This makes it neceſſary that the Authority of 


che Father and the Huſband, as being inferior, 
muſt give Place to the Authority of — King 
which is ſupreme. 9 he} 
Thar there may be ſeveral inferior Tod ſub- 
ordinate Powers, doth indeed very well con- 
fiſt, becauſe, tho they ſhould happen to be con- 
verſant about the fame Perſons and Things; 
yet ſuch Order may be taken by the Supreme 
Power, that their reſpective Commands ſhall 
nat interfere and juſtle. But none upon Earth 
can order Things ſo, as to keep. two Supreme 


Powers from interfering; ſot this would ſup- 


poſe both of them to be ſubjected unto him 
that ſhould lay down this Order; and conſe - 
quently, none of them to be ſupreme. If any 
thai fay, that KNOT God himſelf, maybe 

; this 
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chis common Orderer of thoſe ſeveral Indepen- 
dent Powers: The Anſwer is eaſy, wiz. That 
if God himſelf were pleaſed to act as our viſible 
Supreme, or to give us ſuch ſpecial Declarati- 
ons of his Will, as could be neceſſary in all che 

numberleſs Circumſtances about which the two 
ſuppoſed independent Powers might at any 
Time differ or contend; this would indeed ſuſ . 
ficiently prevent their interfering: But then at 
this Rate, the Supreme Power would be intire- 
ly reſerved by God to himſelf; and theſe other 
two ſuppoſed Powers might indeed be indepen» 
dent, the one of the other, yet neither of them 
would be ſupreme; as is evident to all of c. 
mon Senſe. But this Method of Ordering, 
God hath not taken, nor have we Reaſon toex- 


pect any ſuch T 


heocraſy. 
4. And as little do they ſpekeo the Tapes 
who tell us, that there are ſome things, which 


EKings have not Authority to command without 
the Conſent of the People by their Repreſen- 
tatives: From which they would infer, that a 
Power may be ſupreme, and yet want Autho- 
city to command in Things Eccleſiaſtical, with- 
out the Conſent ofthe Governors of the Church. 
Foralthough indeed ſometimes — 3 
flit, (yea, they may find it neceſſary for their 
own Rhee ang Safery) to do nothing in 2 
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of the greateſt Importance, without the Con- 
ſentof their People; and not to exerciſe the ut- 
moſt of that Authority, with which they are 
really veſted: Vet wherever Kings are, by the 
Conſtitution of the Government, ſo limited, 
that they want Authority to command ſome 
Things, without the Conſent of the People by 
their Repreſentatives: In this Caſe, we are ob- 
liged to affirm, with Hugo Grotius, that the 

Supreme Power is not (at leaſt in all Reſpects) 
abſolute and intire, in thoſe Kings; but is lodg- 
ed, at leaſt with Reſpect to thoſe exempted 
Things, either in thoſe Repreſentatives; or, 


vrhere that doth not conſiſt with the Conſti- 


tution, it is lodged collectively in the King and 
thoſe Repreſentatives together. For, to have 
the Supreme Power intire and in all Reſpects 
abſolute, and yet to want Authority to command 
any Thing that is in it ſelf lawful, unleſs ano- 
ther give Conſent, doth plainly imply a Con- 
tradiction; as has been de monſtrated by Sua- 
.rez, Bodinus, and many others. And ſtill it is 
evident, that wherever the Supreme Power is 
abſolutely lodged, whether in one or more Per- 
ſons, there is no other Independent Power in 
the ſame Community, that can be conſiſtent 

with it. And it is no leſs evident and agreed 

on all Hangs, that | in err Community there 
muſt 


— 
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muſt be ſome ſuch Supreme Power, and conſe- 
quently, there can be no Eccleſiaſtical Power 


independent thereupon, in any political Body 


or Community wharſoever. 
5. If it were needful to more Ar- 


cvumenes,) I might alſo repreſent how much the 
Peace and Safery of the State doth depend on 
the due Management of Religion and Ecclefi- 
aſtical Affairs. Civil Powers have learned by 
fad Experience, what Confuſions and Diſtur- 
bances, Churchmen of factious Spirits are a- 
ble to create: And that often a ſmall and in- 
conſiderable Change in the mere external Cir- 
cumſtances of Religion, that are in themſelves 
of an indifferent Nature, hath ſhaken Ring- 
doms, and reduced them to the Extremity of 
Danger: So that without Authority to inter- 
poſe in Eccleſiaſtical Affairs, the Civil Magi- 
ſtrate would be deſtitute of that Power which 
is neceſſary to preſerve or promote the Peace 
and Safety of the People and Community, over 
whom his Government doth extend. 
6. Ir were eaſy alſo to heap together a Mul- 
titude of Citations from the moſt approved 
Writers, throughout the ſeveral Ages of che 
Church; which would teſtify not only how 
far they were from aſſerting any independent 
Church Power, as che Doctrine of Cluiſtians, 
be ſore 
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before the Corruptions of the Romi/b Church; 

but alſo, that the moſt Pious Emperors did al- 
ways exerciſe their Authority in Matters Eccle- 
ſiaſtical, for ſome Hundreds of Years, after Chri- 
ſttianity became the Religion of the Empire, 

without being withſtood by the Biſhops and 
Governors of the Church. Among many Wri- 
ters who have done this to our Hand, Hugo 
Gratius is one of unqueſtionable Fidelity. And 
there is an anonymous Author of the Treatiſe 
De Officio Magiſtratus Chriftiani, annexed to 
the fourth Edition of Grotius de Imperio Summa- 
un Poteflatum circa Sacra; who, after a brief 
Account of the Practice of the Primitive Church, 
duoth ar ſome Length ſubjoin the Teſtimonies of 
the firſt Reformers, upon this Queſtion. But 
befides that ſuch a tedious Collection is not ſui- 


nuble to the Deſign d Brevity of this Diſſertati- 


on; it would require more Leiſure and Books 
chan every one can be Maſter of: And then af- 
ter all, ſuch Citations ſerye only to give an Hi- 
ſtory of what hath been formerly practiſed; 
and of the Sentiments of the ſeveral Authors 
that are cited as Vouchers: And withal, how- 
ever famous and numerous thoſe Authors may 
be that are referred unto; yet their Authorities 
have no further Force with unbiaſs d Minds, 
than is contained in the Reaſons on which the 
FE Senti- 


fulneſs; 


* - 
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'  Sentiments, and the Practices alledged by them, 

ate founded. And if the Doctrine and Principles 
aſſerted and pleaded for, be otherwiſe ſuffici- 
ently confirmed, the accumulating of ſuch Ci- 
tations hath more of Oſtentation, than of Uſe. 
eſpecially conſidering thar — 
of ſuch Importance, as this is, 
treating, are to be decided rather l Ar- 

gument, than by Authority. . 
Wherefore, I' ſhall not here mention any 
Thing of that Nature, fave only the 1% 24, 
36, and 55 Canons; and the 30% Article 
of the Church of England , together wich db 
Oath of Supremacy, which is ſtill adminiſtred 
unto all who enter into Holy Orders, even at 
their firſt receiving of them, in Conformigg to 
the Ordinal and Eſtabliſhed Practice. For if the 
Reader ſhall duly advert unto them, by com» 
paring them together, and deliberately ponder 
them, it will be obvious, that they do indeed 
astoall the Members of that Church, afford an 
Argument ad hominem. And becauſe the ſecond 

Canon, and thoſe Statutes of the Civil Power, 

to which it doth refer, have been the Subject 
ol litigious Debate; I ſhall therefore, in the 
following Section, endeavour to clear up the 
true Meaning of them, as briefly as I can. 


Extracts 
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Winsen © out of en Glad the 3750 Ani- 
dle, and the Oath i mes. hl 


Gen L a. all other Eccle Lfaſtical 
Peron, — faithfully keep and obſerve —— _ 
all and Laws and Statutes made for 
reftoring to the Grown of this Kingdom, the an- 
tient Furiſdict ion over the State Ecclefiaflical, 
and and aboliſhing of all Foreign Power * 
nam to the ſame. — 
Canon XXXVI.—— That the King '« Majeſty, 
under God, is the only Supreme Governor of 


this Realm — as well in all Spiritual, or Ec- 


clefiaftical Things or Cauſes, as Temporal; and 
thay no Foreign Prince, Perſon, Prelate, bath, 
or ought to have any Furiſdiction, Power 
keen Kreer haue within 
brs Majeſty's ſaid Realm | 
Canon LV. —— Mo/t eſpecial! Y to pray for 
. the King's moſt excellent Majeſly —— Supreme 
Governor in theſe bis Realms 8 all Per- 
ſons, in all ny as well Eeelofatica as Tem- 
al. 

-  — APO 37. The dens s Majo hath the 
chief Power in this Realm —— unto whom the 
_ Government 15 all Bates of this Realm, 
b whether 


King's Majeſty bath not the ſame Authority 
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whether they be Ecclefiaftical or Civil, in all 

Cauſes doth appertain — _ 

| . Oath of Supremacy —— That the King's 
Higbneſs is the only Supreme Governer of this 


Y Canon II. of the Church of Ex- 
- land, it is expreſly declared, and or- 
dered, © That whoſoever ſhall affirm, that the 


te in Cauſes Eccleſiaſtical, that the Godly Kings 
« had amongſt the Fews, and the Chriſtian 
_ « Emperors in the primitive Churchz or im- 
E peach any Part of his Regal Super in the 
4 fajid Cauſes reſtored to the Crown, and by the 
_« Lavvs of this Realm, thereineſtabliſhed: Let 
« him be excommunicated, i fact, & . 

No if any ſhall pretend, that all the Au- 
thority which the Kings of 1/rael and Judas 
_ had, in Cauſes Eccleſiaſtical; or which the firſt 
_ Chriſtian Emperors did exerciſe, will well e- 
nough conſiſt with an' independent Church 
Power; conſequently, that no Authority is a= 
a 2 | ſcribed 
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ſribed to the King of Ex gland, by che Com- 
pilers of this Canon, but what will alſo conſiſt 
Wich this independent Power of the Church: 
I will not be necefſary to enter with ſuch as 
do affirm chis, into the Controverſy about che 
Extent of that Authority which thoſe firſt Chri- 
ſtian Emperors, and the Kings of Iael and 
FJulab did, or might, exerci exercite in Ecclefiaſtical 
Affairs: Tho there is no need to decline this, 
from any Want of Truth and Reaſon on our 
* Side, if it did confiſt with our deſign d Brevi- 
ty, o deſcend into this Enquiry. But the 
here is only, What was the Sentiment 
and Judgment of the Compilers of the Canon, 
as to this Matter? And the Argument taken 
from their Authority, is to be driven no far- 
ther than their Authority will carry it. 
2. And now, toevince that their Pofign was 
enen! with a Supreme 
Power, even in Cauſes Eccleſiaſtical; and con- 
 ſequently, that they thought the Kings of Iyuel 
and Fudab, and the firſt Chriſtian Emperors 
had a Right to this; if the Canons themſelves 
with their Titles, and Article it ſelf, together 85 
with the Oath of Supremacy i it ſelf, which are 
all before referred unto, in the End of the fore - 


going Section, being compared together and du- 


1 do ĩt not ſufficiently; then we 
| ney 


X - 
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need only to lay open thoſe Laws of the Realm 
to which Canon I. doth refer; and by which 
it is expreſly declared, That the King is Su- 
* preme Lord and Governor over all Perſons, 
0 and in all Cauſes Eccleſiaſtical as well as Cl 
« vil.“ One would think that no Words can 
be more expreſs and plain to our Purpoſe. 
All chat Power which the Roman Biſhops had 
by finifter Practices, drawn into their own 
Hands, and did exerciſe, either themſelves, or 
by their Legates, was then renounced, under 
the Name of an Uſurped and Fans Power. 
The firſt Canon ſeems to be very plain as to this. 
And all this Foreign and Uſurped Power, fs re- 
nounced, was by thoſe Laws, annexed to rhe 
| Crown. , 

And here it is not amiſs to mention the ane, 
and only Limitation, viz. that thoſe Laws are 
not to be underſtood ſo as to impower the King, 
or declare him impowered , to coin new Arti» 
cles of Faith, or to diſpenſe with Divine Laws, 
to which the Popes have abſurdly enough pre- 
tended; no, for this can never be imagined; 
but only to be uſed in as ample Manner as can 
confiſt with the Laws of God. They who 
framed and vored thoſe Laws, were all of them 
at leaſt profeſſed Chriſtians, and Men of com- 

mon Senſe; and therefore, after the Shaking 
N : | : off 
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off the Pope's blaſphemous Claim to diſpenſe 
with Divine Laws; we cannot ſuſpect they e- 


ver dreamed of declaring another to be veſted 


with it. It was therefore his Supreme Power in 
ThingsEcclefiaſtical ſo far as the Exerciſe there- 
of can conſiſt with the Laws of God, that was 
aſſerted by chaſe Laws to which thoſe Canons, 
and that Article which we have cited, together 
with the Oath of Supremacy, do plainly refer. 
In a Word, either the Deſign of the Com 
; KA of thoſe Canons, and that Article, as well 
as of the Oath of Supremacy, was to declare 
their King veſted with a Supreme Authority 


An Ecclekaſtical Affairs; or they were guilty 


of groſs Hypocriſy, who endeavoured to make 
him believe ſo; which were a moſt unworthy 
Aſperſion upon thoſe venerable and Holy Cler- 

gymen, as well as both Houſes of Parliament, 
by whom they are confirmed and ratified. - 
And if any ſuch Authority be allowed to the 
King,, in : Conſe Eccleſiaſtical, I would glad- 
ly. know wherein it can confiſt, If it doth not 

lay an Obligation on the Conſcience (I fay an 
Obligation on the Conſcience) to obey his Com- 
mands in all ſuch Cauſes, ſo far as they are juſt 
and lawful, without any other Limitation or 


. Exception; 3 I mean ſtill by a Complying or 


Active, and not merely a * Obedience, 
| where 


P # 
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Sed the Commands are juſt and lawful, z. e, 
where God hath not commanded otherwiſe ; 
and this is all we contend for. 
3. Doctor Parker, the Learned Biſhop of 
Oxford, a keen Advocate for the i 
Church Power, is fſtraitly pinched with this in 
the Caſe of the Church of England briefly ſtated, 
&c. printed Anno, 1681, Pag. 105, where he 
thus paraphraſeth thoſe Words, © Supreme Lord 
« and Governor over all Perſons, and in all Cau- 
« ſes, i. e. faith he, ſo that every Subject what- 
« ſoever is bound to ſubmit to his Decrees, ſo 
« far, as either to obey his Laws, as long as he 
« owns and protects true -Chriſtianity, as the 
« Biſhops of old did the Chriſtian Emperors; or 
4 elſe, if he oppoſe ir, chearfully and peaceably 
ce to ſubmit to their Penalties, as they did to the 
« Roman Perſecutors. 
Now this ſeems to inſinuate, that the Chri- 
ſtian Subject is no longer tied to give active Obe-- 
dience to the Commands of his Prince, even in 
Things lawful, than he continues a Friend ta 
Chriſtianity; and that it were in his Option 
whenever his Prince becomes an Enemy to 
Chriſtianity, then to chuſe the paſſive, rather 
than the complying and active Part of Obedi- 
ence: Which is before refured, wiz. Sea. I. 
Num, 6. Tis true this is much better, than 


c 
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both to diſobey and to reſiſt. But yet, as bach 
been ſhewn, it is not guiltleſs. And here 1 
further add, that ir may be of dangerousConſe- 
quence: For, there is nothing more apt to in- 
flame the Minds of the Multitude, than to ſee 
the Religious Guides of their Souls perſecuted, 
And this Conſideration. alone, although indeed 
there were no other, ſhould make them ſhun 
to chuſe it, by all the Means and Ways that are 
not plainly ſinful. But perhaps the Doctor's 
Meaning i is only this, That the Chriſtian Sub- 
ʒject is only exempted from an actiye Obedience 
to thoſe Sinful Commands that are iſſued in op- 
poſition to Chriſtianity; and this is indeed true: 
for no Authority can bind to what is ſinful. 
But as this is nothing againſt our Doctrine, ſo 
| truly, it is not to the Doctor's Purpoſe. _ 
4- But there is a late very learned and accu- 
rate Author, Mr. Leſte, in his Caſe of the Re- 
gale, &c. Second Edition, printed Anno 1702, 
who uſcth an Evaſion that is exceedingly more 
artful and ingenious, in his Sect. IX. Page 61, 
In anſwer to an Objection drawn from the pre- 
ent Laws that aſſert the Royal Supremacy, 
He thinks, They are to be underſtood only 
with Regard to the Civil Power and Authori- 
er ty, which by the Laws of the Land are an- 


* nexed to the Sacred Office, as the Civil Juriſ- 
« diction 


— 
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« diction that is granted tothe Biſhops Courts, 
to: the Biſhops themſelves as Lords of Parlia- 


ct ment, &c. 


And indeed, as to that Commiſſion which 
is alſo mentioned in the Objection to which this 
Author is here anſwering, that Commiſſion 
which Archbiſhop Cranmer took out for his 
Biſhoprick from King Henry VIII. and is in- 
ſerted in Dr. Burnet's Hiſtory of the Reforma- 
tion, Part II, Collect. Record. Book I. Num. 2. 
Page 90: I fay, as to this Commiſſion taken 
out by Archbiſhop Cranmer, and the like done 
by ſome other Biſhops, whereby they held their 
Biſhopricks during the Pleafure of the King, 
and owned to derive all their Power, even Ec- 

clefiaſtical, from the Crown, &c. with Re- 
ſpect to thoſe Commiſſions, it muſt be acknow- 
ledged, that this learned Author's Explication 
is a very Charitable Apology. I heartily wiſh 

that the Commiſſion inſerted into the faid Re- 
cords, could it ſelf bear it. I'm fure there is 
nothing elſe can ever vindicate it from a Sinful 
Sacrilegious Owning, that their Epiſcopal Au- 
thority is only derived from, and can be for- 
feited or extinguiſhed by the Civil Power. And 
hereafter it will be fully manifeſt, how far the 
Principles on which I go, are from countenan- 


eins ſuch deteſtable Wickednels. - 
D 2 5 But 
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But yet I humbly think, that ods plain 
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which this Learned Author doth there endea- 
vour to anſwer, can never conſiſt with that 
: Explication, by which he would avoid the Edge 

of them. - The Laws themſelves do plainly 
ſubje& to the Regal Supremacy, all Perſons, 
and all Cauſes, Eccleſiaſtical as well as Civil, 
without any Exception whatſoever. Now by 


what Rule can this be limited, only to ſuch 


Cauſes as the Laws of the Land have ſubjected 
to the Cogniſance and Power of the Biſhops 
and their Courts, or as they are Lords of 


Parliament? which as this Author obſerves, is 


only a Civil Juriſdiction. Tis very ſtrange in- 
deed, if all Cauſes, Eccleſiaſtical as my as Ci- 
vil, muſt ſignify no Cauſes that are properly 
Eccleſiaſtical ; but merely thoſe particular Ci- 
vil Cauſes that are only improperly denominat- 
ed Eccleſiaſtical, merely becauſe Perſons Ec- 
clefiaſtical are impowered to meddle in them, 
by the Laws of the Civil Authority; and I can- 
not forbear here to remark, that the Strait 
hath been great, to which this Learned Man 
has been reduced, for avoiding the Force of 
thoſe Laws that relate to the Royal Suprema- 
cy, when he could find no other Evaſion. but 
this Artful Shift, which is a plain Contradicti- 
TT N on 
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on to what he hath himſelf laid down, and 
_ warmly inculcated; as we ſhall ſoon fee here- 
after, viz. when we advance to Num. 5g. of 
this ſame Section; where we ſhall obſerve him 
running down his Adverſary, for aſſerting, that 
all Authority receives its Denomination from 
the Perſons and Cauſes about which it is conver- 
fant, which ought only to be from the Nature 
of the Power it ſelf, as he juſtly affirms. 
But to return to our Subject; the Time when 
thoſe Laws, relating to the Royal Supremacy, 
were made, and the Reaſons of them, which 
the Words they are conceived in do plainly car- 
ry; do all concur to manifeſt, that the Intent 
and Deſign of them was, as have faid before, 
to annex to the Crown, or rather to aſſert as 
belonging of Right thereunto, all that Autho- 
rity and Power which the Popes had uſurped, 
and did exerciſe either by themſelves or their 
Loegates. This is the true and natural Key roopen 
into the Meaning of thoſe Laws, if it were any- 
wiſe doubrful or ambiguous: And withal, the 
whole Oath of Supremacy ir ſelf doth plainly 
point unto this very Key: And ſure this learn- 
ed and candid Author did well know, that the 
Popes claimed another Kind of Authority than 
whart extended only to thoſe Cauſes of his, that 
are but improperly called Eccleſiaſtical. But 
Ig D. We 
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ſtill, as I have cautioned; (vis. in Num. 2. f 
this ſame Sect.) this was aſſerted by thoſe Sta- 
tutes, not ſo as to aſcribe to their King a Pow- 
er of diſpenſing with the Divine Laws, but on- 
ly. to be uſed by him in as ample Manner as 
can conſiſt with the Laws of God. _ 
g. Indeed this Learned Author himſelf would | 
ſometimes ſeem to aſſert the Regal Supremacy 
in a very ample Manner; again and again he 
allows i it, to be over all Perſons, and in all Cauſ- 

es too, as well Eccleſiaſtical as Civil. But that 
we may the better underſtand him, we have 
it ſeveral Times repeated with a ſpecial Quali- 
ty of reſtricting Diſtinction, to clear the true 
Senſe and Meaning wherein only he allows it; 
and this too, with Notes of particular Atten- 
tion. Well then, that the Reader may obſerve 
the Matter with due Regard, he'll beſt take his 
own Words and conſider of them deliberately. 


In his SUPPLEMENT, Page 2. 


3 ps it alſo, lays he, be aw that by ha 
« Word Regale, is not to be meant any Fart of 


e the Civil Power or Supremacy, let it be ex- 


te exciſed how it will, either in Eccleſiaſtical 
. Cauſes, or over Eccleſiaſtical Perſons; but 
2 Ny the Eccleſiaſtical Power or Supremacy 

g | that 


SECTION III. 35 
« that is claimed by Chriſtian Civil Govern- 
e ments over the Church in their Dominion. 
« This is ſufficiently explained and cautioned 
e in the Caſe; and if it had been attended to, 
4 might have prevented a great Part of this 
« Anſwer (v2. the Book he is confuring) which 
« does not at all diſtinguiſh berwixt the Eccle- 
« ſiaſtical and the Civil Regale; and therefore 
« forces me to repeat it ofiner than needful. 
« He runs all along upon th the King's Suprema- 
« cy in the General; which if it be underſtood 
« of his Civil Regale or Supremacy, is not de- 
| ce nied, but aſſerted in the Caſe; and is allowed 
* to extend to all whatſoever Cauſes, over all 
ce Perſons, as well Ecclefiaſtical as T 
But the firſt only is denied, i. e. His Ecclefi- 

ce aſtical Regale. If this Diſtinction ſeem ob- 
e ſcure to any, it is explained in what follows, 
< and particularly in Sect. II.“ 
Well, let us turn to Sect. II. * there, 
Page 6. 
« For how far the Regal Su y extend- 
«ed, to what Perſons and Ca was not the 
Point; for that was freely granted to extend to 
* all Perſons and Cauſes, Eccleſiaſtical as well as 
_ « Temporal. But the Queſtion is only of what 
Nature the-RoyalSupremacy,and what its FU.] 


Ger r is? Whether only a Civil * may 
D 4 be 
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be exerciſed upon Eccleſiaſtical Cauſes and 


_ <Perſons)or anEcclefiaſtical Power? And then 


after he has deſervedly run down his Adyerfary 
for aſſerting raſhly; that all Authority receives 


its Denomination from the Perſons and Cauſes, 


abour which ir is converſant ; inferring from this, 


cal Cauſes and Perſons ; he determines very well, 
that the Denomination ſhould rather be taken 


from the Nature of the Power, than from the 


Subject upon which it is exerciſed; and then he 


adds; In a Chriſtian Country every Man 
< ig a Member both of the Church and of the 


e State: Are Church and State therefore the 
* ſame Thing? Then indeed all our Diſpute is 
«at an End; for there. can be no longer any 


« Diſpute or Compariſon between the ſame 


Thing and it ſelf. And as every Perſon, ſo 
e every Cauſe is twofold, that is, both Spiri- 

t tual and Temporal: Thus Murder or Adul- 
« tery are Civil Cauſes, and puniſhable by the 


«© Temporal Laws: They are alſo Eccleſiaſti- 

ec cal Cauſes; and puniſhable by the Church. 
« Again: Hereſy or Idolatry are called Eccleſi - 

<« aſtical Cauſes; they are likewiſe Civil Cauſes, 

< and. as Job fays, puniſhable by the Fudge, 

Job. xxxi. 28. Some have run themſelves 

< into this Miſtake of their being two Setts of 


6 Cu 


That the Regal Supremacy is an Eccleſiaſtical 
Power, where it is converſant about Eccleſiaſti- 


This comes from denominating and diſtin- 
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Cauſes; one Spiritual and the other Tempo- 
<« ral; and they have taken Pains to di 
« theſe, and lay the one Sort to the Church; 
« and the other to the Power of the State. And 


_ « by this Means to rid the Matches berwixr 


« theſe two Powers. But they have entangled 
te themſelves inextricably, as-it could not be o- 


< therwiſe. Inſtead of reconciling, they fer 


<« the, Church and State to diſpute every Cauſe, 
e to which of their Powers it doth belong; and 
< neither Side can want good Arguments; be- 
e cauſe every Cauſe belongs indeed to both: 


_ < guiſhing of Powers, by the Perſons or Cau- 


e ſes about which they are converſant; and not 


from the different Nature of the Powers.” — 


Caſe a Paſſage, aſſerting in plain 


< ſhall be * All, all Manner 


And then again Page 9, he cites from the 
Words 
« That the Civil Power may be exerciſed over 


c Eccleſiaſtical Perſons, and in Cauſes Ecclef- 


te aſtical too, to puniſh with the Temporal 
“ Pains, as well Blaſphemers, Idolaters, and 
e Hereticks, as Thieves, Robbers, Sc. as well 


e the Tranſgreſſors againſt the firſt as ſecond 


« 'Pable” — — And then, becauſe his Adverſary 
preſſeth to have an Account of ſuch Acts as are 
ordinarily within the Prince's Power; his Words 
are, Page 9. ad finem, viz. — And the Anfwer 


«of 
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of Acts whatſoever, Spiritual or Temporal. 
E Bur fo far only as the Exerciſe of Civil Pow- 
er reaches in any of theſe Acts. If he exer- 
« ciſe this Power unjuſtly, he muſt anſwer it to 
« God; but that is another Caſe: We are how 
< upon the Enquiry, how far his Power ex- 
©rends? And I think I have given it Extent 
enough, without any Sort of Exception. I 
< put the Limitation only, as to the Nature of 
4 this Power; the fame as the 37h Article has 
«put it, i. e. to extend only to a Civil Power, 
c tho over Eccleſiaſtical Perſons, and in Ec- 
& clefiaſtical Cauſes. And now have I ſpoken 
1 Plain enough? Reader, forgive me for repeat- 
<« ing this ſo often, over and over —— For (as 
he fays) he was reſolved this Point ſhould not 
che forgot, becauſe the whole did indeed de- 
< pend upon it: The whole of that invidious 
* Objection, of ſeeking to pull down the Pre- 
< rogative of Kings and States —— But it ſeems 
tt all the Pains that has been taken, and repeat- 
4 ing it over and over a hundred Times, will 
« not do; is not ſufficient to open the Eyes of 
tt thoſe who will not ſee, ©——1I hope 1 it is done 
<ſafficiently now,” Ce. And then, in the Be- 
ginning of Set. III, of Supplement, he extends 
the Civil Power not only to the Circumſtantials 


of wee 2 fays, —— © Ifreely grant that 
: 15 * the 
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© the Regale extends to every Thing withour 
Exception, even to the very Eſſentials of Re- 
< ljgion, to the very Being of a God, 2. e. Ir is 
cc in the Power of any State, King and Parlia- 
« ment, of every Supreme Civil Power, whe- 
< ther they will draw the Civil Sword (which 
« only is committed to them) againſt even thoſe 
e who ſhall acknowledge a God. I ſpeak not 
« of the Sin of this, and their anſwering ir to 
<,God : Thar, you know, is not the Point we 
« are upon; but of the Extent of the Civil 
« Power, or of the Power of the Sword. And 
e now would any have me to carry it further? 
« Yes, even thoſe who are angry with me for 
« carrying it ſo far; it is farther than all this, 
© togive them any Eccleſiaſtical Power, or let 
e them in to the Hierarchy, which is a Govern- 
«© ment ordained by God for the Conduct of 
« Mens Souls, to whom he has committed the 
« Keys of Heaven and Hell; to remit and te- 
« tain Sin; whoſe Cenſures (when juſtly inflit- 
ed) he has promiſed to ratify in Heaven.” 
6. This may ſeem to be enough to give us 
the Sentiment of this Learned Author, and the 


Senſe in which we are to take theſe Words, 


Supreme Governor over all Perſons, and in all 
Cauſes Ecclefiaftical as well as vil, according 
to his Scheme, And after all he * and 
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the great Pains he has taken, inſomuch as he 
is himſelf even afraid of ſtunning us with it; 
if I underſtand him aright, it amounts only to 
the following Particulars, viz. - - | 
I. That the Nature of that Authority which, 
Civil Powers have over Eccleſiaſtical Perſons, 
and lawfully may or do exerciſe in Eccleſfiaſti- 
cal Cauſes, is purely Civil, and not an 'Ecclefi- 
aſtical Authority. EE 
And as tothis, indeed it is very certain, that 
properly ſpeaking, and in the Strictneſs of Truth, 
the Authority Eccleſiaſtical is only that with 


which Jeſus Chri/t hath veſted ſome ſelect Per- 


ſons whom he has choſen, ſent, and ſet apart 
to feed and rule his Church: And this either 


immediately, as he /ent and authorized his A- 


poſtles; or mediately, as he hath ent, and doth 
ſtill end thoſe who duly derive this Authori- 
ty, which hath been conveyed from the Apo- 


tles and their lawful Succeſſors, in the Manner 


that our Bleſſed Lord and his Holy Apoſtles 

have ordered and inſtituted. And I am as much 
eonvinced, that none can have this Authority 
hut they who duly derive it from the true Suc- 
ceſſors of the Apoſtles, as Iam, that nonecanbe 
_ a Father but he who begets the Child; nor one 
betruly the Son of any Father, but he whom the 


bid Facher hath begotten, All the Authority 
If 7 of 
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of Civil Powers over Ecclefiaſtical Perſons, and 
in Cauſes Eccleſiaſtical, is indeed only a Civil 
Authority: And they have a juſt Claim to ĩt, al- 
though they be not of this Diſtinguiſhed Num- 
ber of ſelect Eccleſiaſtical Rulers. And toplead 
for more than this, would indeed be, tomake 
them Churchmen, as that Character and their 
ſpecial Divine Miffion doth diſtinguiſh them 
from Laics: Yea, Civil Powers have in all 
Reſpects the fame Authority over Ecclefiaſtical 
Perſons, and in Things Eccleſiaſtical, even when 
they are not ſo much as Chriſtians. Whoever 
they are that do aſſert that Kings, as they are | 
Kings, have this Spiritual Eccleſiaſtical Autho- 
rity in this proper and genuine Signification of 
it, let them anſwer for it; for thus far 2 
learned Author and I do well agree. 

But 2. What does he mean by the Exe” 
ciſe of this Civil Power over Ecclefiaſtical Per- 
ſons and Cauſes? And how far does he allow 
this purely Civil Power to extend? , 

Now I intreat that this Enquiry may not be 
_ conſidered as impertinent, becauſe this learned 
Author now under our View, as be is cited a- 
bouny faith; © For how far the Regal Suprema- 

ey extended, to what Perſons or Cauſes, was 
not the Point; for that was freely to 
extend to all Ferſons and Cauſes, as well Fe- 

K e a clefiaſtical 


a 
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« cleſiaſtical as Civil. ' But the Queſtion is on- 
« ly, Of what Nature the Royal Supremacy is: 
Whether only a Civil Power, or an Eccleſi- 
« aſtical Power.” But under Favour, the Rea- 
deri is intreated to advert, that whatever Diffe- 
rence may lie between this learned Author and 
thoſe againſt whom he doth diſpute, with Re- 
ſpect to the Nature of the Royal Supremacy, 
& e. Whether it be only a Civil Power, or an 
Eccleſiaſtical Power; When it doth exert it ſelf 
a in Things, and over Perſons Eccleſiaſtical: Vet 
he and I are at no Variance upon this Point; for 
Lon that the Civil Magiſtrate hath only a Civil 
Power: : I wiſh we could as well agree upon the 
: Extent of his Power. For tho' he ſeems indeed 
to extend it; very far; yet I fear we ſhall differ 
a little: But I would gladly hope the beſt, if we 
can but underſtand one another aright. 
Well then, by the Exerciſe of this Power up- 
on Eccleſiaſtical Perſons, and in Eccleſiaſtical 
Cauſes, he tells us himſelf what he means in 
theſe Words, O12. © That it is the Power of the 
< Sword, i e. the Power of inflicting Tempo- 
« ral Puniſhment on Tranſgreſſors. 2 thus 
far we are alſo agreed: We do likewiſe agree, 
that he can make the Chriſtian Religion, and 
the true Government and Diſcipline of the 


Fand to be che Legal Settlement, „ ore con- 


Fra. 


2 
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tra. And that he can puniſh thoſe who act a- 
gainſt this Legal Settlement; yea he ought ta do 
0, if chu is juſt and righ- 
teous. 
And as this: Author well oberyes, this Civil 
Power of making Laws and uſing the Sword, er 
tends to the very Efſentials, as well as the Cir- 
cumſtantialsof Religion: Though if they abuſe 
it by turning. it againſt God, he can and will 
puniſh them; and thus far alſo weagree. _ 
: In like Manner, as this Learned Author well 
obſerves, it is alſo true, that among Chriſtians 
every Perſon and every Cauſe, is both Spiritual 
and Temporal. That Murder. and Adultery 
are Civil Cauſes, and puniſhable by Temporal 
Laus; and yet they are alſo Eccleſiaſtical Cauſes 
and puniſhable by 3 Lea not only 
Hereſy, Schiſm, and Idolatry, as he ſays, but 
alſo the Piſpenſing of the Holy Sacraments, 
yea, the Conveying of Eccleſiaſtical Orders, 
and the very Cenſures of the Church; their 
 Excommunications, and their Abſolutions too, 
which of all Eccleſiaſtical Cauſes, ſeem to be 
moſt remote from Civil Matters; even they 
alſo, all of them, become Civil Actions when- 
ever Civil Statutes are made, either to encou- 
rage, regulate, or reſtrain them: And to all 
cheſe the Civil Authority doth extend fo far as 
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do render them legal or illegal; and to puniſh 
with the Civil Sword all hose who rranfgref 


Hitherto then we are ſtill agreed. 

We agree too, further, That Eccleſiaſtical 
Perſons derive their Spiritual Authority from 
Feſus Chriſt, and not from Civil Powers; as 
will more fully appear hereafter, viz. when we 
come to anſwer Objections againſt the preced- 
ing Doctrine; and conſequently, that they can- 
not be exauctorated thereof by Civil Powers. 

F. Well then, what would we have more? 
And if in all cheſe Things we do fo exactly: a- ä 
gree, wherein can we differ? 

©» My Anſwer ſhall be in a few n Words 

vis. That if the Rulers of the Church were in- 
deed veſted with an Independent Power, as this 
Learned Author affirms they are „and J have 
proved that they are not, as far as a Negative 
ean be proved, 7. e. by evincing the Ro 
ſtency thereof with other certain Truths; 
this ' pretended: independent Church Porter 

might well enough conſiſt with all theſe above- 
named Things, in which we do agree, viz. as 
ro the Natug, Exerciſe and Extent of the Au- 
thority of the Supreme Civil Power: But there 
is a farther Degree to which this Authority of 
the Supreme Civil Power doth extend, that is 
not yet mentioned among the Things in which 
. | we 


ve; et, Aud 4 ic ibejond che all WP. 


the Power of the Sword, and beyond all: xl 
Confiderations and ReſpeBts wharſ why; 
And it is this, vi. „ 


That Fee! the Supteme Civil 
N do bind the Conſciences of Ecclefiaſtt- 
cal Rulers, as well as others: And this too in 
the very Exerciſe of their Ecpleſiaſtical Power; 
even ſo far as to oblige them to an AtiveObe- 
dience, (as that is oppoſed to paſſive Obedience) 
if the Things commanded by the faid Civil 
Powers are not ſinful, without . 
ration or Exception. 
This is the very firſt /Thing 1 have proved; 
and as I did before, ſo here again I do affirm, 
_ that all the Wit of Man is not able to reconcile 
this plain Truth with the Nen toc 
pendent Church PowW r. 

And Tm as this Weben een g ifby 
an Independent Power be meant, asT'take' ir, 
and have'defined-it in the Entry of this\Diflar- 
tation, viz. a Power that is not ſubject to the 
Commands, nor liable tothe Check or Cuntrol- 
ment of any other (Created Power) in Things 
relating to the Exerciſe of its on 

For if Church Rulers even in Things relat- 
ing to the Exerciſe of theit own Authority, are 
in eee bound to do, or to leave 
Is E undone, 


- 
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undone in every Thing, without any Excepti- 
on- but this, of "of its being ſinful, r as 
the Supreme Civil Power s them; 
how then can their Power be independent ? Ix 
18 impoſſible to reconcile ſo Pin a Contradic- 
tion. 
den is de Boing: This as; Ic 
great Point to be conſidered: This is the very 
Hinge upon which the whole Subject that is in 
Queſtion doth turn; which in my weak Judg- 
ment this Learned Author of the Caſe of the Re- 


' gale, &c. ſeems not to have adverted unto all 


along in that celebrated, and in many Reſpects. 
moſt edifying Treatiſe. 
Tis true, he ſeveral Times owns that the 
tergy, as well as Laity, are obliged to obey Civil 
Powers in all Things lawful: Ves, and in Page71 
of the Caſe, &c. he quotes Biſhop Burnet refer- 
5 ring to the Definition of the King's Supremacy 
in che neceſſary Eruditian of a Cbriſtian Man; 
where it is ſaid, That Biſhops and Prieſts are 


* bound to obey all the Kings Laws, not being 


& contrary to the Law of God. But yet, (to 
my great Wonder, he being a Man of ſuch di- 
ſtinguiſhed Penetration and Accuracy) he has 
never particularly enquired, how an Indepen- 
dent Power in the Rulers of the Church can 
_— with this ?. He has not duly compared 
. 1 hes 


| Powers command ſinful Things: Are they 
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theſe two ns If any ſhall deliberately 
compare them, it cannot fail to be obvious, 
That an independentPower in the Rulers of the 
Church, can never conſiſt with an Obligation 
lying upon the Confciences of thoſe very fame 
| Church Riilers, to do, or leave undone ineve- 
ty Thing, accordingly” as the Supreme Civil 
Power ſhall command; and this too, even in 
X the very Exerciſe of their own juſt Authority, 
without any other Exception or Limitation, fave 
only this, if it is not ſinful. 

Indeed if the Commands of the Civil Pow- 
ers are finful, then God is'to be obeyed rather 
than Man. If God has commanded the Rulers 
of the Church to do any Thing in the Exerciſe 
of theirown juſt aun . which Jeſus Chriſt 
and not the Civil Powers, hath given them; 
this they are ſtill bound to do, though all the 
Powers on Earth ſhould countermand it: But 
then there is no need of any independent Au- 
thority for this; no, every Father in the Exer- 
ciſe of his Paternal Authority, yea, and every 
Chriſtian Subject in his Private Capacity, mult 
alſo obey God rather than Man, when Civil 


therefore independent? Is there nothing lefs 
than a Charter of independen 


| a Charter C t Power that can 
privilege Men to obey God rather than Princes, 


f 
2 
8 
A 
- 
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and to do wirhout \Reſerve, ee God 
commands them. 1 1 Sec 

In a Word, if the Advocates for a an indepen- 
dent Church Power underſtand no more by it. 
bur this, That the Rulers of the Church are 
veſted with a Spiritual Power and Authority by. 


Jeſus Chrift,” which Kings, can no Ways ex- 


auctorate or deſtroy: We ſhall never contend 
about Words, when we agree in the Subſtance. 
Bur, this I am well aſſured, will never ſatisfy. 
them; for the Thing cheycomend- For, is an In- 

dependency in the Exerciſe of this Spiritual 


Power: And withal, if they did aſk no more 
but this, which we have willingly yielded; if 


that i: Is all they mean by a an Independent Church 


Power; then, at this Rate, the Authority of e- 


very ny F ather, and of every Huſband too, is alſo 
in the ſame Senſe, and for the ſame Reaſon, 
equally independent « of Civil Powers, ir more 
of this hereafter. 


It was the Clearing of thee Wordsi in the. 5 20 


| Cation, over all Perſons, and in all Caſes, that 


neceſſarily carried 'me into che partieular Exa- 
mination of what I have Cited from. the Caſe of 


_ the Regale, &c. and if what is ſaid in this Re- 


view thereof, from Num 4. of chis 87 Section, 


be duly adverted unto, it may very much help 
to afford more TP to the whole Marter con- 
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troverted, n the Mind ſor o- 


ther rann more r 
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T: now 1 3 n 

to the anſwering of the Objections that 
will afford Occaſion both to explain our own 
Sentiment yet more fully, and alfo to reconcile 
that due Authority wherewith Jeſus Chrift hath 
truly veſted the Rulers of his Church with the 
| jult Claim of the Supreme Civil Power.. 

No here we have to do both with the Pa- 
piſts and the Preſbyterians (at leaſt all the Sco- 
tiſd) who join with the Fireband Donatus, the 
firſt Author of that noted Saying, Quid Impera- 
tors cum Eccleſia? Optat. Milevit Edit. in fe- 
110 Parifus, Anno 1631. ut there are alſo o- 
ther Patrons of an t Church Power, 
vrho confine it to Effects that are purely Spiri- 
tual; and wiſely temper: it with the Goſpel 
Doctrine of Paſſive Obedience, in Caſe the Ci- 
vil {Magiſtrate ſhall think fir to interpoſe his 


en by countermanding the Ads or In- 
E 3 5 junction 
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junctions and Deciſions oſ the Church: And 


becauſe cheſe do manage chat Plea with greater 
and Diſcretion, therefore waving the 


more trifling Pleadings of the reſt, we ſhall on- 
 Hyexamine and make Anſwer to the Arg 

vhich theſe offer, For if their more pungent 
Arguments are anſwered to full Satisfaction, 
the weaker Otjections of N will vaniſh al 


themſelves. 


aner L For the Indpendent Church 


"Their fiſt e taken a ror Ori: 
ginal of Eccleſiaſtical Authority, which I chuſe 
to ſet down in the Words of that accurate Ei- 
ay in behalf of an independent Church Power, 
which gives an Abſtract of the Vindication of 
the —.— Biſhops, becauſe of its Diſtinctneſs 
and Brevity: I ſuppoſe the Learned Mr. Collier 


zs the Author, for I find ĩt almoſt verdarim in 


the: Cobecttan of bis Edays. 

ö inghnions Parke els wh, 
= „That the Power of Governing the Church, 
< and performing the Offices of Religion, is 
| © neicher any Gift of the People, 1 
< Commiſſion from Kings and Princes, but is 
— rived from * ene his Apo- 


c _ „ 


. 
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_ « {flesdid ſettle the Adminiſtration of it by his 
« own Appointment. The Words of their Com- 
* miſſion are, Jo. xx. 21, a As my Father 
« hath ſent me, even ſo fend I you —— Wheſe 
« Sins ye remit, they are remitted, and Me- 


« ver Sins ye retain, they are retained. And 


hence the Apoſtles are called Ambaſſadors and 
« Minifters of Chrift, 1 Cor. iv. 1. And the 
People are commanded to obey and fubmit to 
<« thoſe who have this Spiritual Authority, Heb. 
« xiii. 17. Nor was this Power to expire with 
te the Apoſtles, but to be conveyed by SucceE 
« ſion throughout all the Ages of the World; 
e there being the ſame Reaſon for its Continu- 
« ance, as for its firſt Inſtitution. —— Now 
* Chriſt was no Temporal Prince; be reſuſed 
© to interpoſe in a Caſe of Property, and ex- 
« prefly declared, that his Kingdom was net 

« of this World: Hence it follows that the Au- 
« chority which Chirſt gave his Church, can 
* have no Dependence on the State, becauſe it 
<« never was derived from thence. —— And 
_ « fince the Eccleſiaſtical Authority doth not 


hold of the Civil Magiſtrate, it cannot be for- - 


* feited to him. r 
„Biſhops and Prieſts ; ſo neither can they re- 

< call their Character, nor reſtrain them in the 
Exerciſe of their Function: There being no 
| = 7 Feen 
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KReaſan that a Privilege ſhould: becextinguiſh- 


< ed by thoſe who never were Maſters of the 
Grant. For hat a Man hath no Power te to 
8 © give, he can have no Right to take away. 

Indeed this is their principal Argument, in 
in its utmoſt Force too, with all the Advan- 
tages to which ir can pretend: For there is no- 


thing advanced upom this grand Topic, by the 


moſt learned and eloquent Champions for the 


Independent Church Power, that is of any Mo- 


but what is here ingeniouſly drawn to- 


gether: And ſeeing this whole, Complication = 
of Argument, in a continued Chain of Reaſon- 

ing is taken from the Original of. Eci effi 
Feuer: VVV ; 4 


eee 


this, .I do. ſolemnly declare that it is far from 


the Deſign of this Diſſertation, to impugn, or 
to: detract in the leaſt from that Sacred Spiritual 
Authority which -Feſus Chrift. hath. truly laced 
in the Rulers of his Church. 
Tl bat the Original. Grant of the Ecclefaftical 
Pas 75 indeed from Jeſus Chriſt; is yielded, ne 
eee 41 By 1 135 5. | 
It is truly to be much regretted that they 8 
* the Claim of Eccleſiaſtical. Rulers to 
any Independent Power, do for the moſt Part ab- 
n diveſt them of 1 Ae e 
at 


£555 x 


| SECTION IV. =_ 
that can binddeOonſelende to obey their Com- 
mands, in any Thing that is undetermined by 
the Law of God, excepting only what is merely 
derived from Confederacy and Conſent, or cle 
in Chriſtian States, by the Gift of the Supreme 
Civil Power. Thus doth the moſt learned Hu- 
go Grotius among others; ſo t it ito run 
from one Extreme into another. | 
Let the impartial Reader deliberately ** 
thoſe Texts of the Holy Scripture, wherein Je- 
ſus Chriſt gives the Apoſtles their Commiiion. 
Matt. xvi. 19. And I will give unto thee the 
Keys of the Kingdom bf Heaven; and whatfoe- 
ver thou ſbalt bind on Earth, ſhall be bound in 
Heaven, and ubat ſac ver thou ſhalt looſe on Barth 
hall be logſed in Heaven. And Matt. xviii. 17, 
18. And if be ſhall neglect to bear them; tell 
it unto the Church: But if be neglet# to hear the 
Church, let bim be unto thee as an Heathen Man 
and a Publican. Verily I ſay unto you, whatſo- 
ever ye ſhall bind on Earth, "ſhall be bound in 
Heaven; and-whatſoever ye ſhall looſe on Barth, 
ſhall be loaſed in Heaven. And Jo. xx. 21, 23. 
Tben ſaid Jeſus to them again; Peace be unto 
you :. As my Father hath. ſent me, even fo ſend 
LT you, Whoſe ſoever Sins ye remit, they are re- 
mitted unto them; and whoſoever Sins ye retarn, 
* are 3 If thoſe Texts are imparti- 


ally 


_  ally- pondered, and compared 
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with the laſt 
Words of St Matt. And Lo I am with you al. 
ways, even unto the End of the World; it will 
be impoſſible to explain them to any Degree 
of Satisfaction, unleſs it be acknowledged 
that our Heſſed Saviour himſelf hath veſted 
His Church with ſome Authority: And with- 
al, let thoſe other Texts be alſo duly conſider- 
ed. 1 Cor. iv. 21. What? Shall I come unto 

you with the * Rod, or in Love, and in the Spi- 
rit of Meekneſs. 2 Cor. x. 8. For though I 
ſhould boaſt ſomething more of our Authority 
(which the Lord hath given: us for Edification, 
and not for your Deſtruction) I ſhould not be a. 
ſhamed. 1 Tim. ii. 20. Them that fin, rebuke 
before all; that others may fear. 2 Tim. iv. 
2. Reprove, rebuke, exbort. Tit. ii. 15. Thoſe 
Things fpeak and exbort, and rebuke with all 
Authority. Let no Man deſpiſe thee. Tit. i. 13. 
 Rebuke them ſharply. And it will be no leſs 
hard for any that ſhall duly confider the Im- 
portance of them, to doubt that the Governors 
of the Church did in the Times of the Apoſtles 
exerciſe an Authority over the Members there- 
of, who are commanded to obey and 
Je res” unto them. Heb. xiii. "= 0. 
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 bey them that have the Rule over you, and ſubmit 
your ſelxes: For they watch Nr Oe 
r — = 

That St Paul, and the Church of C by 
hisDommand, did actually exerciſe this Spiri - 

wal Authority and Power upon the Inceſtuous 
Perſon, is manifeſt beyond all Contradictiom 
x. Cor. v. 3, 4, 5- For I verily as abſent in 
_ the Body, but preſent in Spirit, have judged ak. 
ready as though I were concerning bins 
that bath done this Deed. In the Name of our 
Lord Feſus Chriſt, when ye are gathered tage- 
ther, 2 with the Power of our Lard 
Jeſus Chriſt; to deliver fuch an one unto Satan, 
for the Deſtrudtion of the Fleſb, that the Spirit 
may be ſaved in the Day of the Lord Feſus. And 
in Verſes 12 and 13 of that fame Chapter. 
Do not 9e, 


udge them that are witlus (uiz. the 
Church) but them that are without, Ga judg.. 
erb. Therefore put away from your ſelves that 
wicked Perſon, i. e. By your Spiritual Authority 
aſt him out of the Church. It i needleſ here 
to mention, that in thoſe primitive Times of 
4 miraculous Power orating the Autho- 
_ rity of the Church, they who were caſt our of 
it were, by a ſpecial Judgment of God, ſeized 
mmm to the hideous Pain 
| rs | | Releaſe * 


— 
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f: thus: inceſtuous Carintbian; in 
2 Cor. ii 6, 77 6, 10, 11 Sufficient to ſuch a 
Man is the | Puniſhment. uhich. Was. of. 
many. So that: coutrarywiſe, ye uiii rather to 
Forgive tum," and comfort bim i leſt perhaps Juch 
an one ſhud: be fiwallowed up: of: too much ſor- 
rw. Te uam ye forgive any Thing, J. forgive 
alſa For i Iforgeve any Thing to,wbom I. for- 
gave it, for your Sabes fargave- Jit in the Perſon 
of Chriſt lel Satan ſhould get an Advantage of use 
For we are notignorant of bis Deuices. He there- 
fore beſeeches them now to confirm their Love 
tochatPerſon;..hecauſe he was now become fin- 
cerely penitent, who had been overtaken in a 
heinous Fault; He was therefore to be reſtored 
in che Spirit of Meeknieſs. Here then was a moſt 
famous Inſtance of the Exerciſe of the Spiritual 
Power, both by Cenſure and Releaſment. 

21 need not here enlarge upon the remarka- 
ple Practice of the firſt "Apoſtolial Synod at 
Feruſalem, Act. xv. Which after long Reaſon · 
ing did determine ¶ Auctorirtutius, as the Schools 
| barbarouſly ſpeak) by Way of Authority, and 
this. too, in Things of an indifferent Nature. 
Apd not to heap together more Texts for the 
Proof of this Important Truth, there is one 

expreſs Teſtimony in 1 Ti. v. 19. among ma- 
ny others 3 in * Fine which plainly. ſup- 


5: poſeth. 
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poſeth; or doth- convey this Authority to take 
Cogniſance of, and determine judicially in Mat- 
ters Eccleſiaſtical. — an Elder recerve 
not an Accuſation, but before two or three Nu. 
neſſes. It is impoſſible to fix any Senſe upon 
this Rule, without borne # this * Au- 
chanry. 5: 5 * 
Having it in my View te eee 
of this Subject ſome Time hereafter, I ſhall now 
ſhuc up what I have briefly ſuggeſted for aſſert- 
ing the Right of Eccleſiaſtical Rulers to their 
Spiritual Power, with this Remark, "viz. That 
none could better underſtand the'Mind of C 
and his Apoſtles, - than the Holy Biſhops and 
Martyrs, who next ſucceeded the Apoſtles; ſuch 
as St Clemens, St Ignatius, and St Palycarp; 
and they do ſo plainly aſſert this Ecclefiaſtical 
Authority in the Governors of the Church, a8 
nothing can be more clear and evident: And 
this hath been approved and conſirmed by the 
Conſent and Practice of the whole Chriſtian 


World, for fifteen Hundred Vears; and never 


contradicted by any Chriſtians be ſore the Time 
of Eraſtus, a Doctor of Phyſick in Geneva; 
who took Occaſion from ſome Abuſes of this 
Power, as it was unduely managed by Beæa and 
other Diſciplinarians in that New- moulded 
oft of Miniſters and Lay Elders, (who had 
ches - — 
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themſelves. uſurped. this Sacred Authority) to 
call in the Eccleſiaſtical Power it felf. 
F have here uſed the Words of the learned Mr 
Hooker, agreeing F 


ee informs us.” 
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55 Afeer the preceding n That whe 
Eccleſiaſtical Power is indeed originally from 
Fefus Chrift ; which T have alſo briefly aſſerted to 
be the plain Doctrine and Practice of the Catho- 
lick Church, in the very Times of the Apoſtles, 
and to be authoriſed by the firſt Grant and Com- 
miſſion given to them by Fe/ics Chrift himſelf; 
and from them derived downward through al! 
the Ages of Chriſtianity; according to that 
faithful Promiſe of Cbriſt, of his being with his 
Delegates afways even wnto the End of the World: 
I proceed now to apply my ſelf to anſwer the 
foregoing Argument in Favour of the Indepen- 
dent Church Power, taken . the W 
8 i.. 

And here I undertake to aides it munifelt; 
That although it is very true, that the Rulers 
of the Church derive their Authority from Hea- 


ven, and are veſted therewith by Jeſus Cbriſt 
bimſelf, 
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himſelf, and do not hold it of the Civil Magi- 
ſtrate; yet it doth not from hence follow, that 
in the Exerciſe of this their Authority and Pow- 
er, they can have nd D , Sane: 
This, I fay, doth not follow. 

For, the Paternal Authority of a Father over 
his Children, the Authority of the Maſter of a 
Family over his Servants and Domeſticks, and 
the Authority of a Huſband over his Wile, 
comes not originally from the Civil Power, bur 
from God himſelf : Is founded on the Funda- 
mental Laws of Nature, and ratified and cun- 
_ firmed in the Goſpel by the pofitive Laws of 


this their Authority; inſomuch, that they are 
all of them bound to obey its Commands in e- 
very Thing that may be done, or left undone, 
without the Violation of ſome Law of God. 

And juſt ſo; though we freely acknowledge 
that the Eccleſiaſtical Governors are veſted with 
their Authority by Jeſus Chrift himſelf; yet it 
may very well conſiſt with this, That they al- 
fo, notwithſtanding thereof, are ſubjected unto, 
and ought to be regulated by the Supteme Ci- 
vil Power in the Exerciſe and Adminiſtration 
of their own faid Authority. 


Now, 
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Now chat I may illuſtrate and explain this 
Anſwer to the full Conviction of every Reader; 
I own, it is very true, that hat a Man has no 
Power to give, he can have no Right to take 
away: And therefore, as the Paternal Authori- 
ty is not deriyed from the Civil Magiſtrate, ſo 
neither can it be forfeited to him. If I am a 
Father, there is no Power on Earth that can 
annull, or void my Authority over N Children; 
nor their Obligation to obey 
follow- from this, that as a ng I DOES 
Authority independent of. the Soprerde. Nun 
Power? . no, ĩt doth not. Beo adi ban 
Indeed if the Civil Power ſhall enjoin me ro 
the Practice of any Thing, in the Adminiſtration p 
of this, my Paternal Authority, that is ingonſi- 
ſtent with any Duty bound upon me by che 
Laws of. God: In this Thing i it cannot bind me 
to do what i is enjoined; for no Human Power 
can bind to What is ſinful. If the King ſhall 
command me to with- hold neceſſary Food from 
my innocent and ſtarving Child; or to give 
him Poiſon LT Meat; 5 4 he WW read to give 


5 Serpent : I am not baude 0 "I . this 
were to diſobey God, who is the King of Kings. 
Again, if the King ſhall command me to ſuffer 


+. = 1 


y Children, withour Reproof ar Checks, to blaſ· 
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pheme God, of curſe their Father: If he ſhall 
Prohibit me to cotrect and chaſtiſe my lewd and 
profligate Child, either by my ſelf or by ano - 
ther; though I evidently fee; that without this 
he'll certainly periſh, and run headlong into 


Hell: This were to command me the neglect- 
ing of a neceſſary Duty that God hath bound 


upon my Conſcience, and therefore ſhould not 
be obeyed. * But yet, notwithſtanding all this, 
there doth ſtill lye an Obligation upon me, to 
obey my King in evety lawful Thing, even 
in Matters that relate to the Exerciſe of this my 
Paternal Authority, which God himfelf, and 
not the , hath given me: 80 that when 1 
hear the King gs Commands, IT ought preſentiy 
to conſider, whether the Thing commanded 1s 
lawful, or not? And if my Conſcience is ſatiſ- 
fied of the Lafulneſs of the Thing command- 
ed by him, then T become vbliged to do it- 
And though I do indeed derive my Paternal Au- 
thority from God, and not from the King, yet 
I can plead no Exemption upon that Score; be- 
cauſe, though my Power, as I am a Father, 
comes from” God, yet it is not an independent 
Power, but is fubordinate to the Supreme Ci- 
vil Power of God's Vicegerent. 

Now the Application of all this is fo obvi- 
ons, that any attentive Reader needs only to 
place the Spiritual Fathers and Governors, in 

. F the 
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the Room of the Father here exemplified ; and 
the whole Series of che Sd will exactly 


quadrate. 
Tho the State can 8 conſecrate Biſhops, 
nor conſequently recal their Character, or ex- 
auctorate them, any more than it can diveſt a 
Father of his. Paternal Power: Though the Ec- 
cleſiaſtical Fathers do no leſs than our Natural 
Parents derive their Authority from Heaven; 
yet ſtill they are ſubjected to, and ought to be 
regulated by the Supreme Civil Power in the 
Exerciſe and Adminiſtration thereof. Indeed 
if the Supreme Civil Power ſhall enjoin any 
Thing relating to their Spiritual Authority that 
is inconſiſtent with any Duty bound upon chem 
by the Laws of God; in this Thing they are 
not bound to obey, becauſe no Human Power 
can bind to what is finful: Vet ſtill they are 
bound to obey in · every Lawful Thing; even in 
Matters that relate to the very Exerciſe of that 
Authority which Jeſus Chriſt, andnot the King, 
hath given them. And it is the Duty of the 
| 3 of che Church, no leſs than of the Fa- 
ther of a Family, as ſoon as they hear the Com- 
mands of the State, preſently to conſider if the 
Thing commanded be ſinful, or not: And if 
their Conſciences are ſatisſied that the Thing 
| Hr commang- 
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| n is at tbh then they alſo bo- 
come obliged i in Conſcience to obey. 


Some kcal Caſes reſabued. 


But becauſe Things 
Examples, I ſhall therefore deſcend into ſome 
particular Caſes, in which the Civil re 
may happen to interpoſe his Authority; the 
Reſolving whereof, will anticipate and fatisfy a 
great many Difficulties hg to be urg 
ed upon this Queſtion; and will alſo further 
tend to the Reconciling of the due Authority 
of Eccleſiaſtical Rulers, with 2 c_ of 
the Supreme Civil Power. _ * So 
And 1. If che Supreme Civil Power ſhall 
prohibit the Preaching of the Goſpel, and the 
Diſpenſing of the Sacraments of our Holy Re- 
ligion; or command Hereſy to be preached, 
and require the Uſe of ſinful and fu 
Rites in the Adminiſtration of the Sacraments3. 
or forbid the Rulers of the Church to deriveand 
impart their Authority by Ordination upon - 
thers who may ſucceed them, to preſerve the 
Church to the End of the World: In theſe 
Caſes, the Duty of Eccleſiaſtical Rulers is plain- 
ly bound upon them by the Command of Jes 
Chriſt, who hath given them in Commiſſion, 
91 712 1 SED ro 


are beſtilluſtrated by 
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to go and teach all Nations, . eben i 
the Name of the Father, and of Thy Son, and 
of the Holy Ghoft, who hath himſelf alſo pre- 
ſcribed the right Manner of adminiſtring the 
Holy Sacraments until his Second Coming, and 


hath in the New Teſtament often enjoined them 


to vindicate the Truth of his Holy Gofpel, to 

bold faft the Form of Sound Words, to keep the 
Thing committed to them; and to commit the 
fame to faithful Men, who ſhall be able ta teach 
others, Such Rules are plainly preſcribed to 
them, and inculcated; particularly Mart. xxviii, 
19, 20. Luke xxii. 19, 20. 1 Cor. xi. from 
Verſe 23* to the 27. And among many o- 


'* * ther Places of the Epiſtles of St Paul, letthoſe 


5 following be obſerved and pondered, | VIS. 2 
Tim. i. 13, 14. and 2 Tim. ii. 2. 

And therefore it is obvious, that in all theſe 
Caſes they cannot be bound to give Obedience 
to thoſe finful Commands; nay they are bound, 
directly to contradict them: Conform to the 

Plea of the Apoſtles, Act. v. 29. And rather to 
obey God than Men. They are our Spiritual Fa- 
thers, and tis their Duty to feed the Flock of 
Chriſt; to fate heed unto all the Flock over ubicb 

tbe Holy Ghoſt bath made them Overſeers; and 
to feed the Church of God, which he bath pur- 
* his own Blood, Act. xx. 28. And 
"Se. therefore | 
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therefore they muſt not famiſh and ſtarve our 
Souls, by withdrawing from them their neceſ- 
fary Spiritual Food; nor feed them with falſe - 
Doctrine, which were to give them Poiſon 
inſtead of Meat. 

But can it be inferred from all this, that 
their Authority is independent of the Civil Ma- 
giſtrate, any more than the Authority of our 


Natural Parents; ſeeing both the one and the 


other are equally bound to obey the ſupreme 
Civil Power, in every Thing that is not coun» 
termanded by the Law of God? No certainly, 
ſuch a Conſequence can never be admitted with 
Reſpect to the Eccleſiaſtical Power, which all 
the World muſt own to be inconſequential, 
when the ſame Argument is uſed with Regard 
to the Paternal Authority, or the Authority of 
a Maſter or a Huſband. And the only Reaſon 
why all and ſundry of thoſe Powers are nor, 
and cannot be. bound to obey Civil Powers in 
Things countermanded by Almighty God, is 
this; . becauſe the Supreme Civil Power it ſelf, 
is no leſs ſubjected to the Divine Authority, 
than all of them are themſelves; and that the 
leſſer Authority muſt ſtill give Place tothe grea- 

ter, when their Commands are contradictory. 
Vea, their not being bound to active Obedi- 
ence in ſuch —— Caſes, as I have ſpeciſi- 
= ed, 
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ed, is ſo far ſrom inferring an independent Au- 
thority in the Rulers Eccleſiaſtical ; that if their 
proper and due Authority could not be other- 
wiſe made appear and eſtabliſhed by good Ar- 
guments, via. from the Grant and Commiſſi- 
on of Jeſus Chrift himſelf, and the Practice fol- 
lowing upon it, even from the Beginning of 
Chriſtianity (which we think is ſufficiently ma- 
nifeſt) this would not ſo much as prove that 
they have any Authority at all: For there is no 
need of any Authority at all, and far leſs of that 
which is independent to, oblige Men to obey 
God's expreſs Commands, or to exempt them 
| from an Obligation to tranſgreſs them. Will it 
follow that any private Man is cloathed with 
Authority, becauſe the Supreme Civil Power 
Cannot oblige him to tranſgreſs the ſixth or the 
ſeventh Command? And as little doth this Ar- 
gument infer any Authority at all in Eccleſia- 
ſtical Rulers, who are no leſs than any other 
Man of the moſt private Capacity, bound to 
the Obſervance of all the Civil . slaw- 
ful and juſt Commands. | 
But then, although the Civil Mag N can 
have no Authority binding the Conſcience to 
obey him, when he forbids the Preaching of the 
EO. or in a other Inſtances wherein he 
e 
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prohibirs what God doth command, or doth 
command what God hath forbidden; yet he can 
preſcribe Rules as to Time and Place, and o- 
ther Circumſtances and Rituals of Religion, that 
are left indifferent and undetermined by the - 
Word of God. Nor is there any Thing that 
is left to the Prudence of the Eccleſiaſtical Ru- 
lers, either in Matters of Doctrine, Diſcipline, 
or Worſhip, but what may fall under the Cog- 
niſance and Commands of the Supreme Civil 
Power; and may be ordered and determined 
thereby: In a Word, whatever it may be that 
Eccleſiaſtical Rulers can either do, or leave un- 
done, without Sin; it becomes their Duty to 
do it, or forbear it, accordingly as they are re- 
quired or prohibited by the Supreme CivilPove- 
er of the State or Nation whereof they are Mem- 
bers; nor have they any Authority in fuck 
Things that can bind the Chriſtian Members, 
who are their fglow gubjects, to act againſtrhe 
Commands of the Civil Power, any more than 
a Natural Parent hath over his Son, to oblige - 
him to act againſt the Command of his Prince 
in Things that come not under ſome politive 
or natural Law of God. 
But then again further, 2. That I may 
ſtate the particular Caſes, in all the Advanta- 
des which the moſt ine Advocates for the 
| 9 4. —_ Indepet>» 
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Independency of che Eodebaitical Power canda: 


: fire... What if the Supreme Civil Power ſhall 
forbid Peter or Jalm ta preach the Gaſpel, or 


Es perform the other Parts of the Prieſtly Office, 


tho the Church hath previouſly advanced them 
to that Holy Function; or finding them fitted 
for it, doth deſign to promote them thereto? 
What if the Prince ſhall forbid them to under- 
take or exert; and prohibit the Eccleſiaſtical 
Rulers to impart that Sacred Office and Autho- 
rity to them? What is the Duty of the Man in 
this Caſe; and what the Duty of the Rulers of 


= the Church ? 


The Anſwer is eaſy and plain ; from mic 


| hath been already ſaid. Tis the Duty of the 


Perſon fo ſtated, as it is alſo the Duty of the 
Rulers of the Church, preſently to conſider, 
whether or not there be any Sin in doing what 
"the Civil Power commandeth; or in leaving 
| undone what it doth forbid; And from their 
Conviction as to theſe, they are to be determin- 
ed. If there be nothing commanded or forbid- 
den by the Prince, that is either directly, or 
in its plain Conſequences inconſiſtent with any 
Law of God, ſeeing where there is 10 Law, 
there can be no. Tranſgrefſion; therefore cer- 
minly (if chat is the Caſe) they are bound to 


ae Law which requiees: e few 40 
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he fubjedt to the Higher Powers : Wherefore, if 
the Perſon to whom the Rulers of the Church 
deſign to impart the Prieſtly Office, laying their 
Commands upon him to accept it, ſhall be re- 
quired by the King to negotiate ſome Foreign 
Buſineſs, or to attend him in bis Wars for the 
Safery of the Country: If upon the Suppoſicion 
wiſe, this Perſon might have obeyed the King 
without Sin, (as it is certain he might, un- 

leſs he had been otherwiſe determined by an 
immediate Call from: Heaven ;) then if this. I fay, 

is the Caſe, doubtleſs ſtill he may, nay be is in 
Conſcience bound to do ſo, becauſe the leſſer 

Authority muſt ſtill give Place to the greater: 
And nothing leſs than an expreſs Command 


from Heaven can warrant the Governors of the - 


Church to divert the Perſon fo ſtated; from 
complying with the Authority of his Prince, 
But to carry the Difficulty one Step further, 

2. What if the Man whom the Church 
hath already advanced to be a Biſhop, or a Prieſt, 
ſhall be prohibited by the Supreme Civil Pow- 
er, to act in either of thoſe Capacities; hows 

ſhall he then behave? He has% Charge com- 
_ minted to him by Jeſus Chriſt himſelf. ie. in that 
habile Way which Jeſus Chrift himſelf hach in- 
ſtiruted ; and that too of the greateſt Importance, 
i. . WE. 
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vis. The Care of Souls, and of whatever elſe is 
in order thereunto neceſſarily bound upon him, 
by the Nature of his Office; and therefore here 
we muſt anſwer by a Diſtintion. _ 
And x. If the Perſon fo ſtated be ceohiblec- 
4 by his Prince. to exerciſe his Office, only for 
a limited Time; eſpecially where the Prince 
. hath no viſible Deſign, no. avowed Intent to 
deſtroy the Church, or hinder the Profeſſion, 
and obſtruct the Practice of the true Religion 
and Worſhip; and when it is to be preſumed 
that he is prompted thereunto by ſome Reaſon 


or Neceſſity of State, then certainly his Com- 


mands are to be obeyed. And whether he is 
Biſhop or Prieſt that is ſo commanded, he is to 
take the beſt Meaſures which the preſent State 


of Things will ſuffer, to ſupply the Want of 


bis own Perſonal Attendance and Care; that 


che Flock committed to him be nor endangered EY 
during the Interval + of his Abſence or Ne 
ſtraint. 
And chat 1 may ke inuſtuate this by 5 
| Compariſon formerly inſtituted. If I am a Pa- 
rent, I have the Charge of my Children and Fa- 
mily from God, no leſs than the Biſhop hath 
the Care of his proper Dioceſe; and as he muſt 
anſwer to God for his Paſtoral Care; ſo muſt 


| 8 _ the Performance of my-Pacernal Duty, in 
feeding 
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55 feeding and governing, inſtructing and corret- 

ing of my Children: Yer 
this, if the King ſhall think fic to reſtrain me 
for ſome Time — the Perſonal Exerciſe of 
this Truſt, or to ſend me abroad about his Bu- 
ſineſs: I ſuppoſe all will grant that in this Caſe 
I ought to obey, and to do my beſt to get the 
Want of my own Perſonal Attendance ſupplied 
by ſome other whom Ican confidein. ' Now i 
there not the ſame parity of Reaſon, Duty and 
Conſcience in both Caſes? And if the Natural 
Father is not, why ſhould the Spiritual Parents 
be exempted? | 
Nay further yet, that I may ſtretch the Di,. 
ficulty and Hardſhip to the very utmoſt; if the 
Civil Power, while I am innocent, ſhall eicher 


through Malice or Miſtake, be prompted to te- 


| ſtrain me from my own Houſe for ever, by re- 
_ quiring my Attendance elſewhere ; and if wi 
al, it is poſſible, in my Abſence, to get the Eflen- 
tial Parts of my Paternal Dury done by another, 
(I mean the feeding of my Children, andif there 
be any other Part thereof that is of equal Ne- 
ceſſity ;) then ſo long as I am not convinced, that 
to comply even thus far with the Commands 
of lawful Authority, is a plain violation of ſome 
Law of God; I am even then alſo 
ou bound to . For although the 
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King cannot diveſt me of my Paternal Right 
and Authority which. I have from God; yet in 


the Exerciſe thereof, he can limit and reſtrain 
me ſo, that whatever can be done by me wich- 


out Sin, it becomes my Duty forthwith to do 
it, if he commands me. And although no Pow- 
er can bind me to abandon my Child and leave 
him deſtitute, and to ſtarve with Cold and Hun - 
ger; becauſe, to reſcue him from theſe by all 
Lawful Means, is my unqueſtionable Duty: 
Yet God hath no where declared it abſolutely 
neceſſary that 1 ſhould feed him with amp own 


And juſt ſo, though the Biſhop teak ig ow: 
—— — Jeſus Chrift, and not from the 
Prince: And though the Prince can neither con- 
ſecrate him, nor exauctorate him, gr recall his 
Character; yet if the Supreme Civil Power ſhall 
prohibit him from the Perſonal Exerciſe of his 


| Office, he is alſo bound to give Obedience, as 


far as will conſiſt with the Safety of his Flock, 
and the due Diſcharge of the Eſſential Parts of 
his Epiſcopal Duty; which perhaps may be 


- done by ſome other upon whom he can devolus 
the Care, and who will accept the Truſt. 


But then 2: If the Circumſtances are ſuch, dias 
hemuſteither attend his Flock himſelf perſanal- 


ly,or be under the neceſſity of leaving them deſti- 
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cute of their Spiritual Food, and the neceffary 
Means of their Salvation; to become a Prey to 

Satan, and the fell Wolves of falſe Teachers and 
Seducers, nay to be poiſon d with Hereſy and 
Error: If this is the hard Caſe; then doubtleſ 
he is bound to attend his Flock himſelf, and to 
abide his Hazard; bearing patiently the Effects 
of his Prince's Fury and Di For to do 
otherwiſe, were to ſin againſt the Command of 
God; to which no Human Power can bid, 
But withall, is there any more need of an inde- 

pendent Authority in this Biſhop to qualiſy him 
for refuſing to diſobey God in this hardeſt In- 
ſtance, than there is need of it in a Natural Pa- 
tent, toqualify him for Refuſing in the parallel 
Caſe, to comply with the Commands of that 
Authority that ſhovld require him to withdraw 
2 Food from his Innocent and n 
Child. 

5. Now, that I might carry the Diſficulty to 
the greateſt Extremity, I have here ſuppoſed a 
Caſe that can ſcarcely ever happen in a Chriſti- 
an State, where there is a Church already fer- 
tled, in which there can never be wanting ſome 
that are qualified, and will be willing ro ſupply 
the neceflary Abſence of their Biſhop: And 
where this Neceſſity can be duly ſupplyed, the 
extreme hardſhip is ſufficiently abared, and the 
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Biſhop's Conſcience exonerated in all Reſj Ref 
Tho indeed it might have been otherwiſe in the 
Days of the Apoſtles, when the Harveſt was 
great, and the Labourers were Jew, and thoſe 
individual Perſons who had gotten it in Com- 
miſſion to preach Feſus Chrift, and propagate 
the Goſpel, and to plant as well as govern his 
Church, did ſcarcely ſuffice for fo great a Work: 
So that none of them could be diſpenſed with 
from uninterrupted Labour. The Work could 
¶ not be done without them; and therefore, they 
had good Reaſon to do what the Command of 
' God had rendred neceſſary, though againſt the 
Commands of all che Powers on Earth. Thus 
Moſes in the like Caſe, tho he was born a Sub- 
ject of the King of Egypt, yet he went into 
Pharaob's Preſence at the Command of God, 
even after Pharaob had ſaid, Get thee from me, 
* fee my Face no more. And St Paul was ſenſi- 
ble of this, when he ſaid, Woe be unto me, if I 
, preach not the Goſpel: For neceſſity is laid upon me. 
1 Cor. ix. 16. And thus alſo the Apoſtles Sc 


Peter and St Fohn in AF. iv. being command- - 


ed by the Jewiſb Council, not to ſpeak at all, 
nor to teach in the Name of Jeſus: They anfwer- 
ed, Whether it be right in the Sight of God, to 
bearken unto you, more than unto God, judge ye. 


= For wwe cannot but jheak, &c. But then, be- 
| ſides 
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ſides the < 
firſt Times, proceeding from the Paucity of 
Church Officers, and their Extraordinary Com- 
miſſion, which was to plant, as well as govern 
the Chriſtian Church: I fay, beſides this, it is 
alſo further remarkable, that the Prohibitions 
of the Civil Powers of thoſe Times were nat 
confined to Individuals ; but all without 
on were then prohibited to preach the Goſpel, 
and perform the other Parts of the Prieſtly Office. 
And this could not be 
the Goſpel to be ſtifled in its Infancy, withour 
a direct Violation of our Saviour's Commands, 
and a manifeſt neglect of Souls. And this leads 
ro another that doth ariſe from what 
— hath been advanced, with Regard to the Re- 
of Individuals, viz. a ſecond Argu- 

ment for n 3 Church Power. 


The ſecond Argument of thoſe who aſſert.the * | 


dependent Church Power, is this: 


6. If it is in ddr Power of tha Civil Magiſtrate 
to reſtrain Individuals, as far as is yielded him 
above; and eſpecially if he can hinder any from 
accepting of the Prieſthoad, or reſtrain the Bi- 
ſhops from conferring it: Then if he ſhall be- 


come an Heretick, or an Enemy of Chriſtiani- 


9. 


of this their Caſe in thaſe 


obeyed without ſuffering » 


N 
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ty. this doth manifeſtly put iti in his Powet to | 
deſtroy the Church; for it is only by the Pro- 
moting of individuals to that Sacred Dignity, 
hae the Chriftian Church can be preſerved. 
No (to uſe the Words of the Aeg 
A tioned Eſay) Chrift muſt be ſuppoſed to have 
founded his Church on ſuch Laws and 11 
Principles, as may ſecure its Continuance, an 
«thoſe important Truths he hath encruſted it 
«with, and not depending on the arbitra 


__ © power of its Enemies. He forefaw that a 


« Princes would diſbelieve, and many of them 
« perſecute Chriftranicy for ſome Apes cg 
And therefore, had the Government of the 
* Church depended on them, Chriſtizniry had 


_  <never forvived its Infancy. In this Caſe, 


</publick Aſſemblies, Sacraments, and Diſci- 
e pline muſt have lain at the Mercy of Unbe- 
4 lievers, and the Clergy ought not to have ex- 
<ecuret their Office and Holy Function, nor 
« taken Care of their Flock, unleſs the Civil Ma- 
« giſtrate had given them Leave; and conſe- 
<« quently it would have been in his Power to 


make the perpetuiry of the Church imprac- 


© ticable; and the Chriſtian Religion would 
* 92952 on che Power of the FRO, 22 
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77 
T, be ANSWER fo their fond ARGUMENT. 


7. This Anſwer ſhall be in four Particulars; 
and /, That ſeeing there neither i is, nor ever 
was any univerſal Monarch, nor is it poſſible, 
morally ſpeaking, that ever there can be any 
ſuch; therefore, though greater Power were 
allowed to the Civil Magiſtrate S we have 
| aſcribed to him; yet the worſt that could ſol- 
low, is this, That ſome particular Branch, or .—_ 
Province of the Church, might be endangered, ] 
or deſtroyed; or perhaps, that ſeveral of them | 
might be endangered, if ſeveral Princes ſhould 
confederate for that wicked Purpoſe: And this 
is no Abſurdity; for alas, it hath often hap» 
pen d, through the Rage and Spite of Princes, 
| and the Unſtedfaſtneſs of Chriſtians 
But then 2dly, The Perpetuity of the Church 
is principally founded on the Providence of God, 
and the Promiſes of Jeſus Cbriſt, that the Gates of 
Hell ſhall not prevail againſt it, and that he will 
be with the ſame always unto the End of the 
- World. This is better Security than any Inde- 
pendent Church Power would be. 
Za, Upon the Suppoſition of an indepen- 
dent Power lodged in Church Rulers, would it 
not be in their Power when they become cor- 


G ruptee; 


3 
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ru os or heretical „to endanger * Church : 
Religion ; and this too, without i any poſſi- 
bility of their being ſtapped and prevented by 
the Care of a Pious and Orthodox Prince? Was 
ic not by the Sinful Compliance of Aaron the 
High Prieſt, in the Abſente of Moſes, who had 
: the Civil Power, that the Golden Calf was ſer 
up in the Wilderneſs? And after the Death of 
godly Jeſbua, when there was no King in Iſrael, 
and the-Prieſthood had the fole Power in Mat- 
ters of Religion; was it not ſadly adulterared ? 
In fo much, that there would have been an uni- 
verſal Defection, if God had not himſelf inter- 
poſed ſundry Times, by his raiſing up and ſet- 
tling of Civil Judges to check their Idolatry and 
Corrupiion. And may not the woful Rents and 
Calamities of the Chriſtian Church, both in the 2, 
Eaſt and Weſt; the Factions and Schiſms, as. 
well as Herefies; the contradictory Decrees of 
different Councils, and their mutual Anathe- 
mas hinc inde, be very much attributed to the 
Abuſe of thoſe Church Rulers, who either by 
Ambition or Miſtake, taught or perſuaded the i 
Emperors, that the Care and Ordering of Re- 
ligion, and all Eccleſiaſtical Matters, was none 
of their Concern; but that it was only the pe- 
culiar Province of the Biſhops, in which Secu- 


har Powers were not to meddle? Whereas by 
1 the 


: 2 hath been remedied and 


nons and Articles, as above 


gde rn N 


the ſeaſonable Interpoſal of the Emperors, much 
Good hath often enſued, and abundance of Miſ- 


Wichal, it is ſcarcely to be imagined, that e- 
ver the Ramiſb Church could have fo far im- 
poſed their manifold Corruptions of Religion 
upon ſo great a Part of the World, if this fatal 
Principle of an independent Church Power had 
nor firſt obtained. Tis true, they have ſuperadd- 
ed tothis the ſcandalous Ulurpation and Engrof- 
ſing of all Ecclefiaſtical Power into the Pope's 
ſole Perſon; and likewiſe impudently —_ 
the ſupreme Secular Power; 
a Right of depoſing Crown'd Heads, and of 
looſing their Subjects from Allegiance to them. 
But it is pretty natural to think, that the Pre- 
rence of an independent Eccleſiaſtical Authori- 
ty hath been the firſt Foundation of all this mon- 
ſtrous Super ſtructure. And it was with good 
Reaſon that the Church of England, in her Ca- 
hath a- 

gain ſubverted that Foundation, by reſtoring - 

the Supremacy to the Civil Power. 
And if to the Conſideration of that Influence 
upon the Hearts of Kings, which God doch in 

CY . challenge to n. we do 
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_ . 4thly, That by our Principles, before laid 
down, and now already at ſome Length explain- 
ed; the Obligation lying upon Eccleſiaſtical 
Perſons, as alſo on all other Chriſtians, to obey 
the Commands of Jeſus Chriſt, even againſt the 
Prohibitions of all the Civil Powers on Earth, 


s eſtabliſhed and confirmed: And if this is du? 


ly conſidered, then will it very clearly appear, 
that the Principles on which we proceed, do as 
much tend to ſecure the Perpetuiry of the 
Church, as the Principle of the independent 
Eccleſiaſtical Power it ſelf can do. 3 
8. Now becauſe it is uſual for thoſe wht 
plead for an independent Church Power, to 
jumble together Things of a diſparate Nature, 
viz. Things neceſſary with Things indifferent, 
and Circumſtances with Eflencials and then 
to conclude it lawful in Church Rulers to refuſe 
Obedience to Civil Powers, when Things of an 
Indifferent Nature are commanded, becauſe it 
is ſo when Neceſſary and Eſſential Duties are 
prohibited: This makes it needful here, be- 
fore che e e Section, to be more 


If chen he Poblick Aſſemblies of Chriſtians 


for Religious Worſhip are enjoined by divine 


Precept, as certainly they are, Heb. x. 25. then 
* no Power on Earth can bind to forſake 
| them. 
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them. The ſame we have already affirmed, 
as to the Preaching of the Goſpel, and the Ad- 
miniſtration of the Sacraments, becauſe they 
likewiſe are expreſly commanded, and there- 
fore cannot be left undone wichout din; although 

the Civil Magiſtrate may indeed reſtrain Indivi- 
duals from diſpenſing of them, ſo long as it can 

conſiſt with the plain Command of our Saviour 
that they do abſtain, i. e. ſo long as the Eſſen- 
tials of Religion can be ſecured among their 

Flocks by any other Means. Again, alcho nei- 

- ther the Government of the Church which Je- 
fus Chriſt hath inſtituted, can be altered by the 
State, nor the Ordination of Ecclefiaſtical 

: Miniſters be aboliſhed; yet, if it is che Prin- 

a af 8 or the other Individual ; yea, 
neceſſary Reaſon of State may perhaps urge him 
to this: And if he doth fo, he is ſtill to be obe- 
ed, unleſs it were evident that the Eſſentiala 
could not be ſecured, and that the Church would 
run the Riſque of periſhing, without the Or- 
daining of that particular Perſon: Buteven then, 
the Layvfulneſs of Refuſing would not proceed 
from any Independency of Ecclefiaſtical Perſons; 
more than of others, upon the Civil Power; but 
from the Obligation which lieth not only up- 
a Perſons, Chief Rulers as well 
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as others, but alſo upon every Member of the 
Chriſtian Church, to be guilty of nothing, ei- 
ther by Omiſſion or Commiſſion, that will bring 
Ruin on the Church. And is it not very un- 
reaſonable that any ſhould imagine they cannot 
be bound to abſtain from this, as well as all o- 
ther Sins without a Charter of independent Pow-- 
ert In a Word, it is becauſe the giving Obedience 
to the Civil Magiſtrate in thoſe and ſuch like 
1 would be finful, that they are exempted 
from ĩt, and not from any independent Power. 
Again further, as to the Buſineſs of Diſcipline 
and the Cenſures of the Church, eſpecially Ex- 
communication; ſince, as they are command- 
ed in the Goſpel, they alſo are Duties incum- 
bent on the Governors of the Church. But 
then it is obvious, that theſe are no more ſtrict- 
ly or indiſpenſably required of Eccleſiaſtical 
Rulers, than ic is required of Parents to correct 
their Children. And as theſe in the Exerciſe 
of correction, ſo thoſe in the Exerciſe of Church 
Diſcipline are equally bound and obliged to 
be regulated by, nay and obſequious unto, the 
Supreme Civil Power, whenever it ſhall think 
fit to interpoſe its Commands. When a Fa- 
ther evidently ſees that his Child muſt periſh, 
or be puniſhed for its Faults, he ought cer- 
ang to do it, though the King forbid; but 

withal 
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withal it is ſufficient if the neceflary CorreQtion 
is uſed, whether ir be by the Father himſelf, or 
by another: And it is exactly ſo in the other Cale. 
The High Cenſure of Ex communication 
would require a Diſſertation by it ſelf, to diſ- 
cuſs it throughly. The Nature of this tremen- 
dous Exertion of the Eceleſiaſtical Rod, and 
the Authority committed to the Rulers of the 
Church with reſpect to this, are both of thom 
briefly, yet very plainly cleared by Dr Pester 
in his Uſeful Treatiſe, The Account of the Ge- 
vernment of the Church, &c. Edit. Land. 
.1711, from Pag. 327. to Pag. 400. But with 
Regard hereto, all that we are concerned to fay 
at preſent, according to the Principles which 
we have all along aſſerted, is only this, vis. 
that this, as well as the other Exerciſes of the 
Eccleſiaſtical Power, is ſo ſubjected to the Ci- 
vil Authority, that whatever may be dene, 
or left undone in all or any of them without 
Sin, becomes the Duty of Ecclefiaſtical Rulers 
accordingly as they are either commanded or 
forbidden by the Supreme Civil Power. 
For Example. Though the King cannot 
oblige the Biſhop or Prieſt to give the Holy Sa- 
crament to an ungodly Wretch; ho this 
would be to profane that Holy Ordinance, by 
giving * Things fo Nw and! is inconſiſtent 
8 8 4 with 
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veith that Charity which is due, even toe un- 
godly Soul, by affording him the Means of eat | 


ing and drinking his owh Damnation, yet this 

Negative (or privative) Excommunication may 
be the Duty of che Biſhop; while, mean Time, 
he is bound to abſtain from the Poſitive Part 

thereof (I mean the higheſt Curſe) ſo long as 
the Circumſtances of Things do not render that 
alſo neceſſary for the Safety of the Church, 
the Glory of God, or the State of the Delin- 


quent Soul. 
If here it is objected, That this gives the Bi- 


ſhop a kind of Independent Power and Autho- 
rity; ſeeing he is to judge when the Thing be- 
comes neceſſary, and when it is not ſo: I an- 
ſwer, that this is only the Judgment of private 
Diſcretion, and not of an independent Authority. 
For certainly the Biſhop has a Right, yea, it isis 
Indiſpenſable Duty in all his Actions, to look well 
to the Satisfaction of his own private Conſci- 
ence, But this is no leis the Right and Privi- 
lege, as well as the Duty of every private Chri- 
ſtian, even of the loweſt Station of the Laiety 
For every private Perſon, in the Conduct of 
his own Conſcience, mult neceſſarily judge for 
| himſelf, whether the Things commanded him 
grefinfulor not: And in all the Inſtances where- 


in the end of the Civil Authority are in- 
| a = 


* 
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terpoſed, there is ho more allowed to the Bi. 
ſhop than there is to all others hig Fellow Sub- 
jects; if their Conſciences are ſatisſied that they 
may obey without Sin, they are all of them 
equally bound to give Obedience. It would in- 
| deed be very hard if the Biſhop ſhould have 
leſs Right to act as a conſcientious Man, than 
other private Subjects. . 0 
And now, to proceed in the Induction of par- 
ticular Caſes, ſo far as may ſerve my Purpoſe; 
I chink it is ſo manifeſt from what is faid be- 
fore, that by the Principles upon which I dif- 
pute, the Civil Magiſtrate can no more unbi · 
ſhop one who has that ſpiritual Authority duly 
conveyed to him, than he can unfather a Na- 
tural Parent, that I need ſay nothing here again 
upon that Queſtion: and therefore I ſhall only 
That where the Preſerving the Unity or Fu- 
rity of the Church, with Reſpe& either to Faith 
or Chriſtian Communion, renders it neceflaryz 
Ic becomes the indiſpenſable Duty of Ecclefia- 
ſtical Rulers to meet together in Convocation 
or Council, for Deliberating and Determining a- 
bout the neceſſary Means for preſerving, promat- 
ing, or reſtoring of em; and whatever is their 
neceſſary and indiſpenſable Duty, they are bound 
to do, even tho all the Powers on Earth ſhould 


86 8 EC TION IV. 
combine to forbid it: So that there is FEA" 
of flying to any Claim of independent Authority 
for ſolving any Difficulty that can be urged re- 
lating to ſuch Exigencies. 
Now after I have thus fon mba the Soncial, 
Caſes-i into Conſideration that may be ſuppoſed 
to be of the greateſt Importance of any that 

can occur in the Exerciſe of the Eccleſiaſtical 
Authority: I think I need not deſcend into more 
Particulars, for ſatisfying any who are not blind- 
ed with Prejudice; that the Principles I have 
laid down do neither tend to deſtroy the Church, 
nor the external Profeſſion of Religion: For 
beſides the ſafe Shadow of the Divine Care and 
Providence, I have alſo ſhewn that the Church 
of Fefus Chriſt, is likewiſe(bleſſed be God)ſecured 
and' fenced impregnably, by thoſe wiſe and holy 
Rules which our dear Lord himſelf hath left; 
by which both the Eccleſiaſtical Rulers and 
all other private Chriſtians are ſo limited, di- 
rected, and determined, that they muſt either 
tranſgreſs thoſe Rules left them by their Lord, 
or otherwiſe the Church muſt needs ſubſiſt 
and flouriſh ; tho' indeed it may happen to be 
in Perſecution and Sufferings. Thus it was 


with it for the firſt three hundred Years, when 


| thoſe Rules were beſt obſerved; and it never 
flouriſhed ſo well ſince: Like the Buſh that 


33 1 | | append 
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appeared to Moſes, burning and yet not conſurn- 
ed. Withal, I have nor hitherto ſtudied to con- 
ceal the utmoſt Strength of Argument againft 
the Doctrine I eſpouſe; bur inſtead of 
the Force of ir, I have truly ſometimes ftrerch- 
ed it further than ever I have found it done by 
any other Hand; and am reſolved, with God's 
Aſſiſtance, to follow the ſame Courſe . 
out the following Part of this Differration. 


) EFORE I propoſe any more ; Argumenn 
in Favour of the i 


| = #s which are all of them as ſo many — 

jections againſt the Doctrine I am eſtabliſhing; 
it may be proper here in a ſeparate ſhort See- 
tion, to obviate one Difficulty, which (upon the 
Review) I perceive may be urged againſt one 
Thing that I have advanced, and very much 
inſiſted on: I did advance and infiſt ſo much | 
upon it for the better and 1 
the Anſwers I have given to what hath been al- 
ready objected. And it ſeems neceſſary here to 
remove that one difficulty, before I proceed 
further; becauſe there will be Occafien hereaf- 
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ter to be often inſiſting upon the ſame Thing, 
that there may be no Prejudice againſt it left 
upon the Mind of any Reader. And it is an 
Exception that hath ſometimes been moved a- 
gainſt me, in conferring upon this Subject, viz, 
That the familiar Similitude which I _ 
70 often uſed of the Paternal Authority, is 
not ſufficient to anſwer the Purpoſes for 
which I have uſed it; becauſe the faid Pater- 
nal Authority is it ſelf a Branch, or the very 
Foundation of the Civil Power; and therefore, 
although a Father in the Exerciſe of his Pater- 
nal Authority is indeed ſubjected unto, and 
ought to be regulated by the Supreme Civil 
Power, as being higher in its own Kind, in ſuch 
Manner and ſo far as I have affirmed; yet not- 
withſtanding this, the Eccleſiaſtical Power and 
Authority, which is wholly Spiritual, and hath 
nothing in it of the Civil Power, may there- 
Fore be altogether independent thereof: And 
the ſame may be ſaid with Regard to the other 
two Similitudes which I have alſo uſed, of the 
Domeſtical Power of Maſters, and the Marital 
-Power of the Huſband over his Wife; which 
arc both of them alſo purely Civil, and have no- 
thing in them of the Ecclefiaſtical Power. 


Now to this I reply, That it would indeed | 
* been great OP if I had pretended to 


draw 
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draw an Argument from thoſe Similirudes, for 
concluding that the Ecclefiaſtical Power is nor, 
or cannot be independent of the Supreme Civil 
Power, for this Reaſon, viz. Becauſe the Pow- 
er of a Father, a Maſter, or a Huſband, is not 
independent. Truly I draw no ſuch fenſele 
Inference; no, I only uſe thoſe as familiar and 
proper Similitudes for the better explaining and 
illuſtrating ; which is the true and natural Uſe 
of a Similitude. . And to make it evident that 

I have good Reaſon to do ſo, and that this doth 
fully anſwer my Purpoſe, let it be firſt ob- 
ſerved, 

Thar it is far from being neceſſary, that a 
Similitude ſhould abſolutely, and in every Re- 
ſpect agree with the Thing, to the explaining 
and illuſtrating whereof it is brought; for then 
it would become another of the fame, and © 
it could be no Similitude. It would be a rare 
Taſk to be corhparing the fame Thing 


with it 
ſelf. Is it not enough in all Conſcience if the 
Similitude doth agree with the Thing, for the 
illuſtrating whereof it is produced, in thoſe Re- 


poſe this is ſo obvious, that I need not employ 
my ſelf to clear it any further: And after this 
Remark I may proceed to remove the propo- 
ſed Exception, which is an eaſy Taſk. 8 


ſpects for which it is choſen and uſed? I fup» 


9⁰ | Sara Yo 


Well then; When it was urged chat: Eccles 
fiaſtical Rulers derive their Authority from Je- 
fus Chrift himſelf, and not · from Civil Powers: 
And then again, as a good Conſequence from 
this inferred; that therefore, they are not bound 
to be ſubjected unto, and regulated by the Su- 
preme Civil Power in the Exerciſe and Admi- 
niſtration of their ſaid Authority, which is fo 
derived: I have denied this Conſequence; and 
have affirmed that their being ſo ſubjected to 
the Supreme Civil Power in che Exerciſe of 
their ſaid Spiritual Authority, may very well 
conſiſt with this Truth, viz. That their ſaid 
Authority is derived from Fe/us Chrift, and not 
from Civil Powers; and then to explain'and il- 
luſtrate this, I brought the Similitude of the 
Authority of a F wn. over his Son; which' is 
alſo derived from God, and is no more held of 
the Civil Magiſtrate, than the Eccleſiaſtical Au- 
thority ir ſelf is; and yet in the Exerciſe chere- 
of is unqueſtionably ſubjected to the Supreme 
Civil Power. 
And is not this a Similitude apt n Do 
not che Things compared agree exactly in this 
Reſpect, vi. That they are both of them Pow- 
ers derived from God, the Parental as well as the 
Eeclefiaſtical Power. And do they not both 
of chem agree in this other Reſpect likewiſe? 


1 VIZ. 
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vis. That the Parental is no more holding of 
the Civil Magiſtrate, than the Eccleſiaſtical 
Power? For as the Civil Magiſtrate did not give, 
ſo he cannot take away either the one or the 
other of theſe Powers: And if the one is not in- 
dependent of the Supreme Civil Power, not- 
withſtanding its being ſo derived; how then 
ſhould the boaſted Conſequence be good with 
Reſpect to the other? And the ſame may be ap- 
_ plied to the other two Similitudes which I have 
alſo uſed vrz. of the Domeſtic and the Marital 
Powers; for theſe alſo are no leſs derived from 
God, than the Eccleſiaſtical Power ir ſelf is; 
and yet this doth well conſiſt with their being 
| ſubjected to the Supreme Civil Power in the 
Exerciſe and Adminiſtration of their reſpeQive 
Power and Authority. 
In a Word, I know of no other Authority 
wherewith Men can be veſted, exeepting the 
Ecclefiaſtical Power it ſelf, but what doth par- 
take of the Civil Power; and therefore when 
am reaſoning upon the Eccleſiaſtical Authority, 
as all others who reaſon thereupon ought todo, 
ſo muſt I illuſtrate the one by the other; and 
while I do this, it is only neceſſary that the Re- 
ſemblance drawn from the one and applied to 
the other, ſhould exactly agree in thoſe Re- 
TI for * it is vouched as an Example. 
And 
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And I think I have ſufficiently ſhewn that thus 
it is in the Compariſon I have propoſed; and 


that therefore it doth fully anſwer the Purpoſe 
for which I have uſed. it: And I ſhall only add, 


chat if there had been any third Kind of Pow- 
** g of 


er derived from God, and-neither partaki; 
the Civil, nor of the Eccleſiaſtical — 


Dependence upon the Supreme Civil Power, 


if thoſe in whom it was lodged, and the " wig 


ſons ſubjected to their Authority, were Mem- 

bers of the Civil Body and Society; and as ſuch 
it would have likewiſe ſerved me for another 
Similitude. But it hath not-pleaſed God to in- 


ſtitute any other Powers than thoſe which we 


have been 5 and en, 1 


aaa ——— | 


- 
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ments that are urged in Favour of the 
independent Church Power, of which I have 
already treated, have carried me into the Exa- 


mination of many ſpecial Caſes; the Reſaly ing 
ofquiields doth not only help to clear the a- 
|  greoment 


3 


it muſt of Neceſſity have been juſt fo tated in a A 


＋ HE Anſwers I have given to thoſe Argu- 


- 
% 
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greement betwirt the due Authority whete- 

with Jeſus Chriſt hath truly veſted his Church, 
and the juſt Claim of the ſupreme Civil Power; 
by ſhewing the Provident Care he has taben ts 
ſecure: the Preſervation of his own Church, 
and of that Doctrine, Worſhip, and Diſci- 
pline which he hath inſtituted; bur alſo doth 
facilitate the Anſwering (to a Fulneſs of Satiſ- 

faction) all the moſt weighty Objeftions that 
do yet remain; W . the pro- 


3 the Independent Church 


Power. 


4 This Third Ae is moch infited on 
by all the Advocates for that darling Cauſe, viz. 
That the Eccleſiaſtical Rulers have the fole 
Right and Power of admitting into the Church, 
| and of excluding from it and therefore, they 
have an independent Power. To this Purpoſe 
we have theſe Words in the Eſay which I have 
formerly mentioned, viz. — And further, 
« ſeeing the Sacraments which are both ne- 
t ceflary to make us Members of the Church, 
*and to convey the Advantages of Chriſtianity 
to us, are by the ſpecial A of 
D and the Ad> 
H miniſtration 


Siemens 
< miniſtration of them is lodged in their Hands; 
« Hence it followeth, that thoſe who have the 

4 fole Right of admitting into the Society, or 
& excluding from it, and of diſpenſing the Re- 
& wards and Puniſhments, are the proper and 

only Governors of that Society; and can have 
e eee any aber. tler ili 


2 be AnswzR 2 this Third ARGUMENT. 


2 e by what is ; already ſaid, one may eaſi- 

ly know how to anſwer all this; for although 
the Power of admitting Members into the Chri- 
ſtian Church, and of caſting our, or excluding 
from it, is indeed only committed to the Ru- 
lers of the Church; yer the Conſequence here 
drawn from it is not good: For it may very 
| well conſiſt with this, That in the Exerciſe of 
this their Power, even with Reſpect to the ad- 
mitting into the Church, and the caſting out of 
it, they are ſo far ſubordinate to the ſupreme 
Civil Power, that whatever this ſhall command 
them in the executing of theſe, they are bound 
to do, if it be not plainly forbidden by God, 


- hippies or by noone One 


3; = if Feſus Chrift had given Power to 
the Rulers of his Church of admitting by Bap- 
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tiſm,, or caſting out by Excommubicarion 
vhomſoever they pleaſe, without any other 
Rules to direct and determine them than their 
own free Choice and Inclination, they mighe 
have laid ſome: ſtronger Claim to an — 

dent Power: But the Caſe is farotherwiſe; for 
they are expreſly commanded to baprize all that 
are qualified to be Members of the Church of 
Chr:/, nor is it left to their Arbitrement to re- 
ject any ſuch. And it is alſo their bounden Du- 
ty to caſt out of the Church all flagrant and 
incorrigible Sinners after all other Prudent and 
Chriſtian Means uſed to reclaim them are in- 
effectual. But whatſoever indifferent Circum- 
ſtances may occur in the Adminiſtration of 
tiſm, the Sacrament by which Members are re- 
ceived into the Church, or in the Inflicting of Ex- 
communication, by which ſcandalous and in · 
corrigible Members are caſt our of it; theſe are 

all ſubje&t to the Commands of the Supreme 
Civil Power: And in like Manner, with Regard 
to the other Sacrament of the Holy Euchariſt; 
this alſo they are bound to offer and diſpenſe to 
every Chriſtian that is qualiſied to receive it z 


and if the Supreme Civil Magiſtrate in 
every Thing in the Adminiſtration th 


thac 
can be done, or left undone, without Sin, they 
are _ bound. to obſerve in a dutiful Obedi- 


H 2 
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ence to that Supreme Civil Power. 1 have al- 
ready in the Sect. IV. Num. 8. where I treat- 
ed of ſeveral Special Caſes, ſaid enough, tho 
briefly, to ſhew, That every Thing that can 
be done, or left undone, either in the Admini- 

ſtration of the Sacraments, or in the Executing 
of Excommunication, is to be performed or a- 
voided by the Rulers of the Church, according- 
ly as the Supreme Civil Power ſhall enjoin or 
prohibit; which therefore may fave more La- 
bour here: and there is enough ſaid to make it 
evident, that although the Eccleſiaſtical Rulers 
have indeed the fole Power of admitting into 
the Church, and of excluding from it, yet this 
doth not infer that their Power is independent, 
becauſe every Action relating to theſe, to which 
they are determined by God, becomes their ne- 
ceſſary Duty: And in every Thing that is not 


Jo determined, they are ſubject to the Com- 


independent Eccleſiaſtical Authority, is taken 


mands of the Civil Power. I e there- 
fore to examine 


A Fourth 9 * tbe 2 
Church Power. 2 1 


2. This Fourth Argument in Favour of an 


from the ä Practice of the Apoſtles. and 


Primitive 
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Primitive Times. The Patrons of this Princi- 
ple of Eccleſiaſtical Independency, tell us, chat 
the Church then was perfectly fur juris. and 
never under the Controul of the Civil Magi- 
ſtrate. And to this Purpoſe they cite the An- 
ſwer which the Apoſtles gave to the Rulers of 
thoſe Times. AZ. iv. 19. Whether it be right 
in the Sight of God, 3 more 


1 unto God, Judge Je. 


The ANSWER fo this ARGUMENT, 


Nov to any chat ſhall mind what hath before 
been ts the Weakneſs of this Argu- 
ment will be manifeſt; although ir is urged in 
a very ſanguine and Jeclaiming Manner , by 
very Learned Men; never conſidering that the 
Thing which was then forbidden, is what Fe- 
ſus Chriſt had expreſly commanded the Apoſtles 
to do; and therefore, was their neceſſary Duty. 
Thoſe Rulers required them not to preach 
at all, nor to feach in the Name of TFefus, in 

the Verſe immediately before their mentioned 
Anſwer: And although in this they could 
not give Obedience ; yet if any Thing had 
been required of them in the Exerciſe of their 
Function that was not countermanded by Je- 
ſus Chrift, daubtleſs they wauld have done it, 
H 3 and 
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and declared by their Example, that it is fin+ 
ful and ſeditious to diſobey the lawful Come 
mands of Civil Powers. 
Iris indeed very true, that the Biſhops of For 
Univerſal Church, for the firſt 300 Years of 
Chriſtianity, held their publick Aſſemblies, go- 
verned their Clergy and their People, and per- 
formed all the Parts of their Office; not only 
without Authority from their reſpective Rulers | 
and Civil Princes, but often in a direct Con- 
tradictian to their Edits and Commands: And 
they had good Reaſon ſo to do, when the Ci- 
vil Magiſtrate did forbid what Feſus Cbriſt had 
commanded. 
But that they were well convinced that the 
Civil Powers are Supreme, even in Cauſes Ec- 
cleſiaſtical, in the Senſe wherein I have afſert- 
ed it; and that all Things, even in Matters of 
Religion, which are left to the Prudence of the 
Church, and are neither commanded nor for- 
bidden by God, are at the Civil Magiſtrate's 
Diſpoſal, is manifeſt from this; That during 
thoſe firſt 300 Years, when the Civil Powers 
were Enemies to Chriſtianity, and the Church 
made Laws for it ſelf, ordering all Matters Ec- 
clefiaſtical by their own intrinſical Spiritual 
Power; yet they never preſumed to contradict 
the Laws of the Empire in any Matter not de- 
termined 


had not commanded the contrary: for there were 


ö 
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- rmnined by the Ward of: eee e ies 


any Chriſtian, in all that Time, refuſe to obey 
his Prince in any Caſe whatſoever where God - 


no Martyrs then for Things indifferent ; which 
to be ſure there muſt have been, if the Church 
had then taken upon it to determine in ſuch 
Things, againſt the Edicts of the Emperors: 
This is the Remark of the learned Doctor Ham- 
mond. The Imperial Edits then were againſt 
the Profeſſion of Chriſtianity inthe General, and 
commanded the Worſhip of the Heathen Gods : 
And the Thing they then ſuffered for, was their 
refuſing to diſobey the Declared and Expreſs 
Will of God. That learned Man thinks this is 
an univerſal and unanſwerable Argument, (and 

fo it is) that the Church in thoſe Days did never 
aſſume to it ſelf any Authority independent of 
the Supreme Civil Powers: For, as ithath been 
often inculcated, there is no Need of an inde- 
pendent Power to privilege any whomſocever- 
to refuſe Obedience to Commands that are ſin- 
ful: But the true Notion of an 
Power, is this, as we have at firſt defined it. 
viz. That ic hath a Right to bind the Cunſei- 
ence in Things to which it was not bound be- 
fore, without any Dependence upon, or the 

being! liable to the Check and Controulment of 
H + any 
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any other Homan Power,. in all Things 5 
relate to the Exerciſe of its own Authority: 
This is the independent Power Eccleſiaſtical 
"ſo earneſtly contended for, and againſt which 
we diſpute; and this Argument is ſufficient to 
convince, that there was no ſuch Power exert- 
ed by the Chriſtian Church in the Wei 
Ti Imes. 

3- And by what i is here ſaid the Reader 10 


perceive, that in Defence of our Doctrine we 


have no need of running for Sanctuary to the 
Difference betwixt Heathen and Chriſtian Prin- 
ces; upon which they who ſet up for the in- 


' dependent Church Power', are wont to ha- 


rangue and triumph: And indeed they have 
good Reaſon to inſult and banter thoſe who in 
their Diſputes againſt them, fly to that ground- 
- tefs Plea, as is uſual by many learned Wrieens, 
of allowing: the Church to havean indep 

Power, excepting when the Civil Power is 
Chriſtian ; but when the Prince is Chriſtian, 
they think he becomes thereby Mixta Perſona, 
as if by his being Chriſtian, he acquired a Pow- 


er Eccleſiaſtical, as well as Civil: Whereas we 


do frankly allow, that the Change of the Em- 
peror's Religion gives him no new Juriſdicti- 
on; and that Spiritual Authority and Domini 
on is no more founded in Grace, than that 

2 :  yhich 


' their becoming Chtiſtians, it muſt either be 


* 
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1 and therefore we need nat 
be afraid of the Horns of that Dilemma, wiz. 
If Princes receive any new Authority from 


conveyed by Revelation, or implied in the No- 

tion of Baptiſm. But, &c. I ſay we are nat in 

the leaſt obnoxious to this Dilemma; for what- 

ever Authority Princes can claim, being Chri- 

fins, though they were Heathens, they have 
ight to exerciſe it. 

"-Inffeadwari Emperors embraced Chriſtiani- 
o bey did not uſe to incerpoſe in Mauer of Dif- 
cipline, or in ſuch Rites as relate to the Order 
and Beauty of the Church; becauſe they did 
5 then oppoſe the Subſtance of Chriſtianity. But 
| they had the ſame Right to be obeyed, if they 
had interpoſed in thoſe Things which they 
might, and did afterwards challenge the fame 
which they can at this Day claim in Virtue 
of their Chriſtianity: Though indeed it is far 
more deſirable and convenient for the Church 

that a Chriſtian Magiſtrate do intermeddle in 
thoſe Things, who probably will take the Ad- 
vice of Ecclefiaſtical Rulers, and back their Spi- 
ritual Authority with the Civil Sanction and In- 
fluence, than that an Enemy to Chriſtianicy, 
or an Heretic ſhould do fo; * 
a their Inclinations * Commands; and 


hereby 
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thereby create great Inconveniency, and occa- 
ſion a very burdenſome Exerciſe to their Wiſ- 
dom, Patience, and Integrity: Vet whether he 
be Pagan, Turk, or Heretick that ſhall thus in- 
terpoſe, if he is the Lawful Supreme CivilPow- 
er, it is the Duty of Eccleſiaſtical Rulers to o- 
bey him, no leſs than it is the Duty of a Fa- 


| ther to do ſo, if his lawful Prince ſhall interpoſe 


in Things chat relate to his Paternal Authority, 
Truſt, * Care; and that is in all Reſpects as 
far as can be done without violating ſome Com- 
mand of God; becauſe the fame Reaſons for 
this dutiful Compliance in both, from Conſci- 


dauoe and Religion, N 


both. It is high Time now that we ; 
* examine another Dm VIZ. 


| a ain, ARGUMENT for the Independent Church 


Power. 


4 This fifth Argument of thoſe who ha 
for the Independency of the Eccleſiaſtical Autho- 
Tity, is urged by them with great Vehemency, 
and they rely much upon it as unanſwerable 
and convincing: And they plead it thus, vis. 
If Eccleſiaſtical Perſons have Authority from 
Jeſus Chriſt over the People, whoſe Souls are 
committed to their Care: Then they muſt alſo 

| have 


— 


are ſubjected to the Authority of their Lawyers, 
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have it over all Chriſtian Princes, unleſi we 
ſhall affirm that they have not the Soulsof Prin- 
ces committed to their Care, and that the Sal- 


vation of Civil Powers doth no ways concern 
them. 


The ANSWER 70 this Fifth ARGUMENT. 


This is indeed at firſt View a very ſpecious 
and plaufible infinuating Argument. The only 
Anſwer which Hugo Grotius gives it, is this 
That tho' it belongeth to the Office of Church 
men to take Care of the Souls of Kings; yet 
it doth no more follow from this, that Kings 
are ſubjected to their Authority, than that they 


Phyſicians and Surgeons, whoſe Office it is to 
take Care of their Politicks, Bodies, and Eſtates. 
Their Lawyers preſcribe to them the Rules of 
Equity and Policy; and that too, even as they 
are Kings and Sovereign Powers. Their Phy- 
ſicians preſcribe to them the Rules of preſerv- 
ing and recovering their Health; and the Sur- 
geon, if it be needful, will cut and ſcariſy the 
King: But then they do nothing in all theſe In- 
ſtances by Authority; they only influence by 
Council and Advice: And if they can perſuade 
the King to yield to wholeſome Counſel, tis 

n well; 
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well; but if he ſhall refuſe they have no Autho- 
rity to command it. This is the Summe of his 
Anſwer: And indeed this Anſwer of Grotius, 
without ſaying any more, would be ſufficient, 
if the Principle on which Grot ius goes were 
good and ſolid. 
But then we are to a; that he al- 
Jows no Authority at all to Eccleſiaſtical Per- 
ſons, as ſuch; but merely what they have from 
Confederacy and Conſent of Chriſtian People; 
or elſe in Chriſtian States by the Donation or 
Gift of the Supreme Civil Power; and that we 
have rejected this Principle; and on the contra- 
ry not only allowed, but alſo adduced ſome preg- 
nant Texts of the New Teſtament, to prove that 
TFefus Chriſt himſelf hath veſted the Rulers of his 
Church with a Spiritual Authority, which all 


the Powers on Earth can no more reverſe or ex- 
auccorate, than they can the Paternal Autho- 


rity of Fathers over their Children, vid. Sect. IV. 
Num. 2 and 30; and therefore we are here to 
conſider more particularly how far this An- 
ſwer of Grotius can alſo avoid the Edge of the 
preſent Argument or Objection, as it is ſtated 


againſt the Doctrine for which we are con- 

tending. 

Muſt we even be obliged by the Force of this 
Argument, either to draw back the Conceſſion 
R$ We 


Vith the Supreme Civil Power; but as to hem, 


SECTION VI. 105 
| we have made of an intrinſic. Spiritual Power 
in the Rulers of the Church derived from Hea- 
ven, or fairly to give up the Cauſe for which 
we have thus far contended; and own that this 
Eccleſiaſtical Authority is indeed independent 
of all Civil Power? No, there is no Neceſſity 
of doing either of theſe. 
Well then; we frankly acknowlege that by 
the Donation of Feſus Chrift himſelf, the Ru- 


lers Eccleſiaſtical have truly an Authority - 
ver all Chriſtians that are competent Subjefts 


of their Power: And ſuch are all Chriſtians 
whoſoever, excepting thoſe only who are veſted 


they can no more be ſubjected to Ecclefiaſtical 


Authority, than Angels can be: "Tis true, the 


Rulers of the Church can counſel and adviſe 
them; and may, with their own Conſent pre- 
ſcribe to them Severities and Penances: Bur all 
this, as Grotius obſerves, with no greater Au» 
thoricy than their Lawyers and Stateſmen, or 
(which is a more appoſite Reſemblance) with 
no greater Authority than their Phyſicians and 
Surgeons, who uſe ſometimes to give them ſe- 
vere Phyſick, yea to uſe Cauſticks, and to mala 
Inciſions on them for their Bodily Health; and 
ſo likewiſe muſt the Spiritual Phyfician fome-. 
times uſe ſharp and affliting Preſcriptions for 
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the Health of the Soul, by their mortifying | 
Rules and Penances, but with as little Claim to 


. | 57 Authority over their Prince as the former. 


F. But leſt it be ſaid that this is rather to cut 
the Knot; than looſe it; I ſhall therefore illu- 
ſtrate this too, by the former e e - 
Paternal Authority. 

Suppoſe then in a Kingdom, ſuch as Pultnd, 
where the Supreme Civil Power is in a' Mo- 
narch by Election, that my Son is choſen to be 

my Sovereign: This puts an End to my Pater- 
nal Authority that ſome Time I had over him 
and he may now command me in thoſe very In- 
ſtances wherein I commanded him before: 

And though there are ſtill remaining weighty 

Conſiderations that bind him to honour me, and 
' to have Regard to my Perſon and Advice; yet 
he is no longer ſubject to my Authority and Pa- 
ternal Power; but on the contrary he hath then 
attained a Right to govern and command me, 
in the ſame Things wherein I commanded him 
before. This is what none can contradict; for 
it was plainly the Caſe of King Saul, with _ 
| Reſpet to his Father Kiſb: And there is no 
Diverſity of Reſpects that can make one and the 


85 ſame Perſon both ſubjected to Authority, and 


ſuperior to it, at the ſame Time, and in the 


5 ſame Inſtances ; ; becauſe this'is unnatural and 
2 repugnant. 


reren _ 
repugnant. And now to apply this to my Pur- 
poſe, Although Kings are bound to honourthe 
Governors of the Church , to regard them as 
their Ghoſtly Fathers, and to reverence their 
Counſels; yet they are not, yea they cannot be 
ſubjected to their Authority. Indeed they are 
bound to obey thoſe Commands which the Be- 
cleſiaſtical Perſons propoſe to them from che 
Word of God: But this is not from the Autho- 


rity.of the Propoſers; no, they are his own 
Subjects, and therefore can have no Authority 


cover their own Sovereign, but that is from the 


Authority of God alone; for it cannot be deni- 
ed, that even upon the Suppoſition of their not 
having any Authority at all over Kings; yet 
Kings would be obliged to obey all ſuch Com— 
mands: And therefore this Obligation can never 
infer any Authority at all inherent in them 
ſelves; eſpecially when their Commands can- 
not bind the King in Things that are not deter- 
mined by the Law of Gd. 

To ſay that any Authority lodged in Men 
can be above the Supreme Power, is a plain 
Contradiction. For Authority can no more 
than a River go forward and backward upon is 
Elf, at the fame Time, n_ In- 
den 
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5 5 . an it may be gurcher Ur. 
geds That ſeeing our Bleſſed Lord hath, for 
the good of Mankind, veſted the Rulers of the 
en wich a Spiritual Authority; therefore 
to t the Supreme Civil Powers from be- 

rr thereunto, would be to deprive 
ow of this common good of Chriſtians,. and 
to render their Condition worſe than that of 
the meaneſt of their Subjects. If it is the Hap- | 
pineſs of Mankind that they are under Obligati- 
ons of Conſcience and awful Duty to obey the 
wiſe Injunctions or Laws, and to undergo the 
diſcreer Cenſures and Penances of their Spiritu- 
at Guides; is ir not then to be cruel to the Su- 


wpreme Civil Powers, to plead that their Con- 
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ſciences are exempted from this ſo eee 
— n e gan 5 
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The Answer fo this Sixth ARGUMENT. | : 


|: There ir no ch Difficulty of anifeecing this 
gument, as they who plead it may imagines 
there is one Truth hich all the World 


ee. chat makes "the Anſwer eaſy, vi. 
That 


1 Se cTioN vi. 
That the Condition of Subjects is indeed 1 ma- 
ny Reſpects, more happy than that of their Prin- 
ces; becauſe they have fewer Cares and leſſer 
Dangers,and far eaſier Accounts than he has: Hut 


more eſpecially upon this very Score, that d - 


are under the Awe and Reſtraints of that very 
Authority whichGod hath lodgedin thoſe reſpe· 


Ciive Civil Powers to whom they owe Obedience. 


Many wicked Princes have been ſober, and of 
a very exact Deportment, while they were in a 
private Capacity: And it had ſurely been their 
Happineſs to have remained in a. private Ca- 


pacity ſtill, They were much the better for 


being under an Authority that could 


their Virtue, or curb and puniſh their Vices. - 


But yet notwithſtanding this, the ſupreme Ci 
vil Power is neceſſarily exempted from being 
ſubjected to any human Authority: The Nas 


ture of Government requires this; for in all 


; Authority there muſt be a dernier refort, 4 lat 


Recourſe: And therefore, ſeeing in this Life 


there is nothing abſolutely. perfect, we muſt. 


not deſtroy the Nature of Government it ſelf 
on this Pretence, viz. That the ſupreme Power 


may enjoy every Thing that conduceth t 


good of private Subjects: For it is evident thas 
the very Nature of their Office deprives them 


of this very Advantage which flows from thei 
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| being ſubject tothe Awe and Reſtraints of any 
other Civil Authority. The Nature of Things 
is not ſo pliant as to alter it ſelf for preventing 


of all Inconveniencies; and therefore, though | 


It be granted that in this Reſpe& private Per- 
ſons are more happy than their Princes, yet this 
is no Abſurdity; for it is evident that this is a 
Happineſs whereofthe ſupreme Civil Power can 
be no-ways a Sharer. | 
In a Word, All Authority whatſoever, both 
Civil and Eccleſiaſtical, is deſigned for the good 
of Mankind, and doth certainly conduce to the 
promoting of it: But it can never follow from 
this that therefore the ſupreme Civil Power 
ought to be under the Authority of any other, 
vu Leſt the Perſon whois veſted with it ſhould 


loſe his Share of that common good of Man- 


kind; no, for the Nature of that Power that is 
lodged in them renders this impoſſible: And to 
uſe the Language of the Schools, Government 
neither admits of Circulus, nor of progeſſus in in- 
fiomtum, i. e. It can neither run round among 
different Perſons fo as they may all have Po.] · 


e.rover each other at the ſame Time, and in the 


ſame Inſtances; nor can it eternally aſcend; 
bur till at length it muſt come to that Power 
which is the higheſt under God: And this is 
that Authority which in every State and Nati- 
uo: Ss a 8 | TE, on 
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on is the ſupreme Power, whether it be lodge! 
in one or more Perſons; this alters not the Caſe. 
7. Now though this brief Anſwer may ſeem 
to be full enough, and abundantly plain to the 
intelligent Reader; yet becauſe it may perhaps 
be wiſhed by ſome to be further illuſtrated, let 
us therefore turn our Thoughts a little upon 
the eccleſiaſtical Power it ſelf alone confidered, 
and that will drive the Anſwer I have made yet 
more home. 
For here we'll ſoon perceive, that although 
it highly conduceth to the Benefit of Prieſts and 
Deacons, as well as the common good of Chri- 
ſtians, that all of them ſhould be under the ſpi- 
ritual Authority of their Biſhop; yet ĩt can ne- 
ver follow from this, That it is neceſſary the 
Biſhop himſelf, who in his own Dioceſe, is the 
higheſt eccleſiaſtical Ruler under gs Chri/h, 
ſhould be under the ſpiritual Authority of ſome 
other Perſon or Perſons, in Order to his Shar- 
ing of this common Good and Benefit ; fure 
this would be a ſenſeleſs Inference: And then 
to ſay here, That Biſhops are ſubject to their 
Metropolitans, and all of 1 to general Con- 
vocations or Councils, Provincial, National, or 
OEcumenical, is nothing to the Purpoſe, be- 
cauſe the Queſtion ſtill returns again, viz. MH 
ſhall be over thoſe? Until you fix upon chat 
| | 12 Power 


mer è (. 
Power which is unqueſtionably the higheſt un- 
der Chrift: And whether this be lodged in a few 
or in many Perſons, it comes all to one Purpoſe : 
For though you ſhould erect a Pope with all 
the extravagant Claims to which any of that Ti- 
tle have ever aſpired, yet ſtill he muſt want 
the Benefits that flow from the being under the 
Spiritual Authority of any other; for none can 
be above the higheſt. 
It is evident then by what is . 
that ĩt can never follow, That the ſupreme Ci- 
vil Powers muſt neceſſarily be ſubject to the 
Authority of eccleſiaſtical Perſons, from this 
Argument, v/z. That they would otherwiſe loſe 
the Benefits which other Men have who are 
ſo ſtated by the favourable Appointment of their 
Saviour. For the Nature of that ſovereign 
Power that is lodged in them renders this ne- 
ceſſary; and this is a Loſs that cannot poſſibly 
be avoided in their Station and Circumſtances: 
And withal, itis no greater Abſurdity to affirm 
that private Men have this Advantage and Be- 
nefit which their Sovereign cannot have, viz. 
that they are under the Authority of ſpiritual 
Guides and Rulers, than to ſay they have ano- 
ther Benefit too, which their Sovereign cannot 
have, viz. That NY: are under Civil Rulers 
and Authority. 
| 2 Is rig 
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A brief Digreſſion concerning the great Benefits 
which do redound to ſecular Powers, from the 
Divine Inſtitutian of an intrinſic ſpiritual A 

thority in the Rulers of the Church. * 


8 Ir well deſerves Conſideration, that not- 
withſtanding the ſupreme Civil Powers are by 
the nature of their Office and high Station, as 
we have ſhewn, neceſſarily deſtitute of all the 
Benefits that do ariſe from being under any fu- 
perior Power on Earth, either Civil or Ecclefi- 
aſtical ; yet the Benefits which they alſo enjoy 
from God's having inſtituted Officers that bear 
a ſpiritual Authority in his Church, are many 
and great. And though it is not a Matter that 
falls directly within the Province of this Diſſer 

tation; yet it will not be amiſs, before I cloſe 
this Section, in a few Words to name ſome of 


thoſe Benefits that are more eminent; and this 


the rather, becauſe it will naturally carry us in- 


to the Examination of one of the moſt remar- 


kable Adventures that doth occur in the Hiſto- 
ry of the Church, which is to be the Subject 

of the fol lowing Section. 
Nov ĩs ĩt not a great Benefit to the Sovereign, 
ky have under his Government an Order of Men 
whom God hath ſet apart, authoriſed, and ens 
| EY to 


tr. | Son VI. ; 
to preach in his great Name thoſe Gol] pel Du- | 
ries. which tend to render his Subjects virtuous 
and ſober, juſt and peaceable? But more par- 
ticularly, to inculcate that great Chriſtian Du- 
ty of Obedience and Subjection to the higher 
Powers; not only laying before all their People 
X dreadful Danger of Damnation if they ſhall 
r by Diſobedience and Reſiſtance; but 
alſo inflicting upon the Diſobedient and Rebel- 
lids, the 
not theſe weighty and obvious Benefits? 
Ad then further alſo as to the Souls of So- 
vercigns as well as the Souls of others: Have 
not Princes offered to em by this Proviſion of 
dur Saviour, all thoſe Spiritual Helps which 
God hath appointed the Miniſters of the Goſpel | 
to diſpenſe, for promoting the eternal Happineſs 


and Salvation of Men; yea, for the Intereſt of 


of their paſtoral Office doth bind ir neceflarily 


Religion and the greater Glory of God, as well 
as the greater good of Mankind; it is in a more 
_ peculiar Manner the Duty, and ought to be the 
Care of the Holy and Faithful Minifters of Re- 


ligion, to inſtru, admonith, ſolicit, and ex- 


ſpiritual Cenſures of che Church: Are 3 


hort their Sovereign in all Chriſtian Offices and 


Duties; and where the conſcientious Diſcharge 


upon them to ſpeak boldly to him in the Name 
of God; to charge and require him, as he will 
[2% 5 . 


Earth ſhould combine 


1 
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er to de Ring of Kings, with whom there 
zs no Reſpect of Perſons: And where either 
the Honour of Jeſus Chrift, or the Danger 
which the Soul of their Prince would other- 
wiſe incur, doth require it; they are indiſpen- 
fably bound cs refuſe him Abſolution and the 
holy Sacrament, yea perhaps in ſome Caſes 
to refale him all the other Aids and Comforts 
of their holy Miniſtry relating to his own Per- 
ſon, until he come to a due Senſe of his Sins, 
and turn again to God by a true R e and 
Amendment; yet ſtill ſo as to refuſe nothing he 
demands of them that can conſiſt with their in- 
diſpenſable Duty to Feſus Chrift, who is bo 
his Lord and theirs; whoſe Commands they 
ought never to tran tho' all the Powers on 
to demand It 
of them. And though perhaps a vicious Prince 
may be apt to imagine and regard ſuch Con- 
duct as an undutiful and troubleſome Diſadvan- 
tage, and offenſive to him; yet every wile and 
Religious Sovereign muſt needs conſider it 2s 8 
real Benefit, i a cannot fail to have the great» 
er Eſteem of ſuch a faithful ſpiritual Guide. 
And here 1 hope it is not neceflary again to in- 
culcate that there is no need of any independent 
Power to qualify and privilege the Religious 
| Guides of Souls for the conſcientious Diſcharge 

| of 
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| of cheir indiſpenſable Duty, and for the Refy: 9 


fing to tranſgreſs or be deficient in heir known 
and nepeſſary Obedience to Alete God in 
any Inſtance. 


Now here are great bl eminent Benefits that ” 


do redound to ſovereign Powers, from God's 
having inſtituted ecclefiaſtical Officers in his 
Church. But beſides all theſe, it is alſo to be 
well pondered, that none can convey thoſe heal- 
ing Comfort and ſpiritual Means which our 
Saviour hath appointed in his Goſpel, for the 


ſpiritual Life and Nouriſhment of Souls, but 


they only whom our Lord hath ſent and authoriſ- 
ed for that End by his ſpecial Powers and Com- 
miſſion conveyed to them in the Manner he hath 
inſtituted; for ſo the Author to the Heb. v. 4, 5, 
doth reaſon, And no Man taketh this Honour to 
Hime ſelf „ but be that i is called of God, as was 
Aaron: For ſo alſo Chriſt glorified not bim- 


5 ſelf to be made an high Prieſt, * He that ſaid 


unto him, Thou art my Son, to day, &c. and 
Verſe 10. Called of God an High Prieſt after 
the Order of Melchiſedec. And Rom. x. 1 5. And 
how ſhall they preach except they be ſent? They 
' Eannor be the Ambaſſadors of Chrift, to warn 
= Chriſt's . unleſs mY are ſent by 


Now : 
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Now ſuch only is the rightful Prieſthood, 

vi. the lawful Biſhops „ This 

is a Truth upon which I am not here to inf. 
it being unneceſſary to my preſent Purpoſe 3 
| becauſe even they who ſet up for a parity of 

eccleſiaſtical Rulers, do yet agree in the Ne- 
ceſſity of their Miſſion: But for near fifteen 
Centuries it was the univerſal Sentiment of the 
Chriſtian Church, that the Biſhops are the trus 
Succeſſors of the Apoſtles, and that the Govern- 


ment of the Church, and the Diſpenſing of the 


Sacraments, is entruſted with them only, and 


ſuch Clergy as receive Ordination by their 
Hands; and this hath of late Years been ſo ſul- 


| ly afferted and cleared by different Hands, ha 


I need not here to deſcend into this Queſtion. 

And is it not a comfortable Beneſit to receive 
from the duly authoriſed Hands of thoſe whom 
Feſus Chriſt hath ſent and cloathed with his 
Commiſſion, the Seals of Pardon and other va- 
luable Pledges of divine Love and Mercy? Wiſe 
and pious Princes always have been, and al- 
ways will be ſenſible of this; and will careful- 
ly avoid whatever may deprive them of this 
Bleſſing, or render them incapable of the Be- 
nefits that flow from it: And this 


naturally 
leads me to examine the famous Caſe of Thes- 
l and 8. * 
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Regard to Theodofius his own Sovereign, with 


Of 2. 0 #7 Theodbfink eee. . 
22 28 | "0 Ambroſe.” . 
wa — the Great and S. Ambroſe R. 


ſhop of Miles, makes a great Noiſe in the 
Writings-of the Advocates for the Independent 
Church Power. The Authority and Example 
of 'S; Ambroſe is deſervedly very great: And it 
cannot be doubted that this bright and pious Bi- 
ſhop well underſtood his own Duty; and the 
Rights of ecclefiaſtical Rulers, as well as the 
_ "Pradtice of the Church, both in his own and 
Times from the Beginning of Chriſti. 
aniey: And although it is by Principles and not 
y Facts, that either Side of this Queſtion mult 
mne Gall; Jet becauſe-it could not fail to 

| erabl apainſt the Do- - 
Anne whick we Have all along afferted, if it 
ſhould be yielded, that S. Ambroſe was quite 
vpon the oppoſite Side. 1 ſhalt therefore im- 
Partially examine his celebrated Conduct with 


all 


dh ſius the Great being informed of it, was reſalv- 
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all the Freedom that thoſe plain Principles which 
we go upon do require; 25 — 
I ſhall firſt deduce the Hiſtory. 
In, or about the Year of our Lord 390, the 
Coachman of Botbericus Prefett of Irie was 
impriſoned by his Maſter for unnatural Luft, 
and a little after there was a folemn Horſe- 
Race at Theſſalonica to gratify the People? at 
which Time, the Multitude were 
that this Wretch might be ſer at Liberty to 
_ perform in it, becauſe he was expert in ſuck 
Exercifes ; but the Prefect his Maſter would by 
no Means allow it. Upon which a Tumult 
happened, and therein the Preſect was affaule- 
ed, and (with ſome others) killed, and then 
dragged about the Streets. The Emperor The- 


ed to revenge this Riot upon the City; but the 
Biſhops interpoſed for Mercy; eſpecially 8. An- 
brofe Biſhop of Milan, and with much D. 
culty appeaſed him; inſomuch that he promi 
ed to forgive the Crime; as the Epiſtle aſter 
mentioned, written to him by S. Ambroſe, dot 
urge upon him: But after this, his incenſed New 
| bles took their Opportunity to perſuade hint; 
. Thar if this Villany and Inſolence acted upon 
the Perſon of his own Lieutenant ſhould go un- 


un it would be — 


n 
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ment to popular Fury: And ſo at 3 they 
prevailed with him to ſign a Warrant for pub- 
lick Revenge. This was executed upon that Ci- 
ty with ſuch Violence and Cruelty, that no Re- 
gard was had to Perſons and Circumſtances; and 
little or no Diſtinction made between the Inno- 
cent and the Guilty: The whole City was filled 
with Blood; and in three Hours Time there 
were ſeven thouſand murdered. Among other 
Circumſtances that Encreaſed the Horror and 
Pity of all that heard of this, there was an old 
Merchant that followed his two Sons as they 
were haled to Execution, begging that his own 
Life might ranſom theirs, and offering his whole 
Eſtate into the Bargain: The barbarous Execu- 
tiioners only relented fo far, as to grant that one 
of his Sons ſhould be ſpared; and allowed him 
to take his Choice: His Love was ſo equal to 
them both that he knew not which of them to 
chuſe; and while he deliberated, they were 
both cruelly ſlain before his Eyes. | 
The News of this horrid Maſſacre was dne 
to Milan, while S. Ambroſe with other Biſhops was 
' fitting there in the Council that condemned the 
Opinions of the Monk Jovinian; and the. Ma- 
nagement of that Affair with the Emperor was 


by them all committed to 8. Ambraſe. His E- : 
pit to the — upon this Subject is {ill 


extant 


$kcTaon VI , Bas 
extant in the ſeveral Editions of his Works; and 
therein (in the Paris Edition, Anno 1849. Pages 
154 and 155, Epiſt. 28.) He aggravates the 
heinouſneſs of the Sin, and exhorts him to re- 
concile himſelf to God by Humiliation and fin- 
-cere Repentance; ſignifying that he could not 
otherwiſe be admitted to the Chriſtian Com- 
munion: And withal affirming that he had a 
ſpecial Warning from God to himſelf, to refuſe 
him Communion, without ſuch Humiliation 
and Repentance. However, on the Feſtival of 
Eaſter the Emperor comes to Milan on pur- 
poſe to communicate with S. Ambroſe, whom 
he ſpecially honoured ; but the meets 
him in the Porch, and there lays before him 
the heinous Guilt of his Sin; ſaying, how can 
c you lift up your Hands in Prayer, or ſtretch 
e them forth to receive the Holy Sacrament and 
te Communion, which are yet defiled with the 
ct Blood of the Innocent? _ Urging him to witch 
draw, and not to aggravate his former Crime 
buy a Second, but to ſubmit to that Diſcipline 
which our greit Lord hath appointed 
Church; for though it is ſharp, yet it is whole- 
ſome, and would bring Health to his Soul. 
The Emperor pleaded that even David had 
been guilty of Murder and Adultery ; S. Ambroſe 
| anſwered, Sir, as you have followed him in wy 


in his 
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nn The good Em- 
peror retired, and continued eight Months in a 

5 1 Eltace, cloathed aaron Ap- 


When Chrifimas hw * * the Thoughts 


- whelmed him with Sorrow. Ruffinus the 


Comptroller of his Houſe applied to 8. Ambreſe 
that the Emperor his Maſter might be reſtored 
to Communion; but inſtead of hearkening to 
kim, the Biſhop reproved him ſharply, becauſe 
be had been an Adviſer of the Maffacre: Upon 
which the Emperor 
the Biſhop he had no Deſire to violate the efta- 
bliſh'd Order and Diſcipline , but intreated to 

de abſolved; and that S. Ambroſe would imitate 
the Compaſſion of our Saviour, who was rea- 
dy to receive all Returning Penitents. 8. An- 
broſe defired to know the Fruits of his Repen- 
rance; and he anſwered, Ir i is your Part to pre- 
ſcribe the Remedy, and mine to comply with 


of being then alſodeprived of Communionover- 


himſelf comes, and tells 


it. The Satisfaction which the Biſhop requir- 


eld was this, viz. That in regard Paſſion had 
deen the Cauſe of the Miſchief, therefore a 
Law ſhould: be made, vacating all ſuch Edits 
as were given in Fury; and that all imperial 
Warrants extending to Life or Eſtate, ſhould 


not X be executed till after the Delay of thirty 
| | Days 


: 5 
* 
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Days they were again preſented to the Empe- 

ror, that he might the moredeliberately confider 
the Equity of the Sentence. The Motion pleaſed 
the Emperor, and he complyed with it. The 
Law was immediately drawn and figned with 
his own Hands: And he was thereupon abſalv- 
ed by S. Ambroſe. 


| This is the Subſtance of thar celebrated . 


"Ys as it hath been by Dr Cave and other mo- 
dern Writers faithfully drawn from the ſeveral” 
antient Authors that 3 related ir, 

ed together, without diminiſhing or ſoftening of 
the leaſt Clauſe or Expreſſion that may ſeem tio 
fayour the independent Church Power : And 
indeed we have here an Example of 5 
Condeſcenſion in the Perſon of Theodeffus the 
Great, one of the greateſt Emperors and brav- 
eſt Men the Sun did ever ſhine upon: And ſo 

long as the Chriſtian World doth laſt, it will 
be equally commended and admired. 5 
But the important Queſtion is, How this 
Conduct of 8. Ambroſe, in ſo rigid and ſevere an 
Inſtance of Diſcipline upon his own Sovereign, 
can conſiſt with that Scheme which we have 
aſſerted? Is there not here a very pregnane In- 
tance of independent eccleſiaſtical Authority, 
exerciſed by one of the moſt ſhining Lighes of 
NS art Church? W 
that 
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chat 8. Ambroſe would have counter-afted ah 
known Principles of the Chriſtian Church of 

bis own and former Ages? For 1 Man 

of untainted Probity, ſo his diſtinguiſhed Learn 
ing could not ſuffer him to be ignorant of the 

Principles and Practice of the Chriſtian Church. 

Now in all the Monuments of the antient ec- 


cleſiaſtical Writers, there is no Paſſage upon 


8 which there is more Streſs laid, by the Patrons of 
che independent Church Power, than upon this; 


and therefore I ſuppoſe every Reader, that has 
a due Regard to Antiquity, will wiſh it to be 
diſtinaly cleared; eſpecially if what hath been 
already advanced and debated in this Diſſertati- 
on, bach given any favourable Impreſſions of the 
Doctrine for which I contend : As likewiſe on 
the other Hand it cannot fail to rivet the Pre- 
judices of thoſe who ſtand for the Independen- 
cy of the eccleſiaſtical Authority, if this Piece 
of antient Hiſtory ſhall be found-to be directly 
oppoſite to our Dogtrine: And this makes it 
neceſſary for me to be the more careful to take 
off every Shadow of Difficulty that ſeems to a- 
riſe from this Fact under Examination. 

And my Anſwer ſhall be in four Particulars, 


Vix. 


2. Firſt, Alchough the Authority of S. An. 
broſe is deſervedly great; yerif he, or any other, 


have 


Y fed Rules. To this Purpoſe the learned: Au- 
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have at any Time acted unwarrantably, or 
ſtretched the eccleſiaſtical Power beyond is juſt 
Limits, it was certainly a Fault; for good Men 
have their Infirmities; and in all Matters of 
Duty we are to be determined, not by Exam» 
ples or the Authority of Men, but by thoſe ſtat 

ed Rules which God hath given us for our Di- 
rection. If thoſe Rules and Meaſures of Obe- 
dience due from eccleſiaſtical Rulers to Civil 
Powers, even in the Exerciſe of their ſpiritual 
Authority, which we have before aſſerted, are 
really true and ſolid, and ſufficiently eftabliſh- 
ed: Then, tho 8. Ambroſe himſelf had acted 
in contradiction to them; yet we are bound to 
ſtand and abide by the fixed Rules of our Du- 
ty, and to leave him where he hath leſt the 


chor of the Caſe of the Regale, &c. has well ob- 


_ ſerved, © That Examples are Encouragements 
« to our Duty in Things that are commanded; 


but no Rules of themſelves: Yea, that mere 
Example is a dangerous and uncertain Argu- 
& ment, though it be an Example recorded in 
© the Holy Scripture without any Mark put up- 
ct on it as unwarrantable, viz. in the Edition 
to which I formerly referred, Sect. VII. Num. g. 
Pages 58, 59. And again in Sect. XII at the 
. Page 97. he comes to this Reſolution. 
K * W 
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That bare Precedents on either Side bo m means 
© of this Queſtion) do not determine the Right 
_ «© without entring into the Merits of the Cauſe, 
 <'which alone can be a ſufficient Ground to 
guide our Conſcience: ” The Reaſons of this 
are ſo obvious that I need not here inſert chem. 
And 2. It is to be obſerved with Notice, 
that according to the foregoing Narrative, 8. 
Ambroſe affirms in the Epiſtle before mention- 
ed, which he wrote to the Emperor himſelf on 
this Occafion, that he had a plain Prohibition 
from God againſt the Admitting of that Prince 
to Communĩon, without his previous Homili- 
ation and Repentance.  Poftremo ſcribo manu 
mea, quod folus legas: Ita me Dominus ab om- 
nibus tribulationibus liberet, quia non ab ho- 
minibus, neque per hominem ; ; ſed aperte mibi in- 
terdiftum adverti: Cum enim efſem olieitus 10 
Ja note qua proficiſei parabam, G. 
The Times of extraordinary Inſpiration had 
not then ceaſed in the Chriftian Church : And 
here this pious Biſhop, by the Interpoſal of a 
ſolemn Oath, privately imparts to his Prince 
(quod folus Jegas) the Prohibition which God 
had given him. And there are other Inſtances 
of ſuch Divine Intimations that were upon o- 


ther Occaſions vouchſafed to this wy Man. 
8 | | Now 
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1 this Su uppoſition, the unqueſtio- 
e of obeying God rather than Man, 


Nowy u 
cable Rule 
did oblige S. Ambroſe ro contradict the Will of 
| his Sovereign in this particular Caſe, tho he 
had been otherwiſe bound to obey ir; fo there 


is no need of running here into the 
chim of independent Power: and this, if there 
were no More, is enough to take off the Diffi- 
| culty, 
Again 3. If we well confider the particu- 
lar Satisfation which S. Ambroſe did here pre- 
ſcribe to his Sovereign; and ſhall abſtract from 
allConfiderations of his acting in this whole Mat- 
ter by the ſpecial Appointment of God himſelf; 
it will be obvious, that they who do affirm that 
he ated in this his Conduct with Thendgſus, up- 
on the Principle of an independent ecclefiaſti- 
cal Authority, will even in their own Minds 
find it hard © juſtify him: For I think I may 
pteſume, that even they themſelves who plead 
for the independent Power of Church Rulers, 
will ſcarcely carry it ſo high as to the pre- 
Icribing to their Sovereign, even in the Legi- 
ſlative Capacity, and with Reſpect to thoſe Laws 
and civil Edicts that concern the Lives and E- 
ſtates of his Subjects: Sure none will allow of 
this, but they who are ſo far proſtituted to the 
Romiſb Court, as to aſſert the * extrava- 
| = | gant 


128 8s roN VII. 


gant Claim to the Diſpoſal of even the Tempo- 
 ralia in ordine ad Spiritualia; And though I 
am abundantly ſatisfied that the Law made by 
Theodofius on this Occafion, was in it ſelf very 
good; yet the Biſhops preſcribing it to him by 
way of Satisfaction, and as a Condition of his be- 
Ang abſolved and admitted to Communion, was 
"IJ Certainly ſuch a Stretch of Ecclefiaſtical Autho- I 
rity, as is not to be imitated: For if this Precedent 
and Example ſhould be imitated by other Eccle- 
fiaſtical Rulers, in their Turns, of dictating and 
preſcribing to their Princes what Civil Laws they 
ſhould enact, it might in Time producea whole 
Syſtem of Laws for Civil Government; which 
tho perhaps ir might indeed prove to be a very 
choice Syſtem, if they who did contrive the ſe⸗ 
veral Laws were all of them Men like S. Ambroſe; 
yet Im ſure it will never be poſſible to reconcile 
this with the eſſential Authority, and inherent 
Right of Civil Powers; 1 e no modeſt Man 
will diſpute this. 
And now, altho' what I have already repre- 
ſented in the three foregoingParticulars may juſt- | 
ly ſeem to all who are not obſtinately tenacious 
of their Prejudices, to be ſufficient to guard the 
Principles J have advanced from being any ways 
affected, or in the leaſt ſhaken by this * 
ed 
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ed Conduct of S. Ambroſe, yet for the further 
clearing of this Matter, I add 

That 4. Upon the moſt ſtrict and 1 
al Survey of every Circumſtance of the Con- 
duct of 8. r in this whole Tranſaction, 
that is of any Conſequence to the Queſtion in 
Debate; all of them may be well ac- 
counted for, even upon the very Principles 
which we have layed down and afferted, with- 
out the leaſt ſtraining , altho we ſhould never 
plead the interpoſal of the Divine Warning, 
and that ſpecial Appointment and Command 
given to S. Ambroſe by God himſelf, which is 
indeed of it ſelf ſufficient to juſtify his Conduct 
in every Step of it, altho' he had really ated 

beyond thoſe Bounds of Duty to his Sovereign, 
which would have been ſinful in him if he had 
not been fo directed by God. 

3. Let us here then ſtrictly ſurvey and exa- 
mine impartially the ſeveral Circumſtances of 
the preceding Narrative, which doth truly con- 
tain in it every Thing that is material relating 
to this Debate; at leaſt ſo far as I am able to 
obſerve from thoſe antient Authors that have 

related this TranſaQtion. 

Well, The Religious Emperor Therdefius 

was very ſadly involved in a moſt atrocious 

Guilt: He had violated his Roval Promiſe of 
K'q 1 *orgivencks, 
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Forgiveneſs, granted at the Intereeſſion of the 


Biſhops, and contracted the Guilt of innocent 
Blood; the Blood of Thouſands of Innocents 
barbarouſly maſſacred. The Holy Biſhop, ac- 
cording. to his Duty, exhorts him to a ſuitable, 
and as is more than infinuated in the Hiſtory, = 
to a publick Repentance; and ſignifies to him, 
that without this he was in no Capacity of being 
admitted to Chriſtian Communion: And with- 
al he repreſents this to him in the becoming 
and dutiful Terms of Deference and Reſpect; 
in ſuch Terms as became a loyal Subject and 
pious Biſhop, in his Epiſtle before cited. E- 
£0, inquam, cauſam in te Contumaciæ nullam ba- 
Bed, ſed haheo timoris. Ferre nan audea Sacri- 
ficium, + valueris aſſiſtere. An quod in unius In- 
nocentis ſanguine non licet, in multorum licet? 
Nom puto. Tunc offeres, cùm ſacriſicandi 
acceperis facultatem ; quando Hoſtia tua accepta 


2 fit Deo. Nonne me delectaret babere gratiam 


Imperatoris, fi cauſa pateretur? Si non cre- 
dis, ignoſce quod facio, in quo Deum prefers. i. e. 
« ] declare on my Part, that it is far from Con- 
tumacy. Inſtead of any Ground to contemn 
* your Authority, I have great Cauſe of Awe 
* or Reverence to it. I dare not offer the Sa- 
* crifice in the Holy Euchariſt, if you will 
* needs , Can that which i is unlawful 
* when 


n SECTION VII. 131 

« when there is the Guile of the blood of one 
« Innocent, be lawful under the Bloodguiltinefs 
« of many Innocents? I can never think fo. — 
* Offer your Sacrifice then when God ſhall al- 
te low it; when your Offering ſhall be accepta- 
« ble to God. Would it nor be a Pleaſure to 
« me to have the Favour of my Sovereign, if 
the Cauſe might —— aan will 
©< not 1 I aſk. your Forgiveneſs, ſee- 
te ing I only prefer. my Duty unto God.” No 
Terms of more. dutiful Regard could be uſed 
by any Subject to a Prince, pleading the nece{- 
fary Diſcharge of his own Conſcience forexcu- 
ſing his refuſing to obey. 

However the Emperor comes on purpoſe to 
communicate with the Biſhop himſelf, on the 


| Feſtival of Eaſter; and the Biſhop meets him 


in the Porch, and there lays before him the 
heinous Guilt of his Sin ; ſaying — © How can 
 <« you lift up your Hands ig, Prayer, or ſtreteh 
e them forth to receive the Holy Communi- 
on, which are yet defiled with the Blood of 
« Innocents?” Urging him to withdraw, and 
not to aggravate his former Crime by a ſe- 

cond. 
Now thus far the Biſhop was indiſpenſably 
bound to go, as he would be anſwerable to God, 
* the Claim of an independent Church 
7 mm” Power 


n 
7 b 

x 

* 


132 S8 g TIN VII. 8 
Power had hever been heard of: And indeed 
how could he do otherwiſe, if he acted as a 
good Man and a faithful Miniſter of Chriſt, 
that had Regard either to the Honour of God 
or the Salvation of the Emperor's Soul? 

For Almighty God, with whom dere l is 
no Reſpect of Perſons, hath made it neceſſary 
that the higheſt earthly Powers ſhall repent 
them of their Sins, as well as others. And if 
the publick Repentance of a private Man is 
ſomerimes neceſſary to repair the Honour of 
God, and remove the Scandal given to God's 
People; this may in ſome Caſes be yet more 
neceſſary with Reſpect to Princes, becauſe of 
the more ſpreading Influence of their Example. 
The Miniſters of Jeſus Cbriſt cannot without 
Sin admit any notorious Sinner to the Privileges 
and Benefits of Chriſtian Communion, without 
- publick Evidences of a ſincere Repentance: 
They cannot otherwiſe, as the authoriſed He- 
ralds of Jeſus Chriſt, abſolve any ſuch; nor 
diſpenſe to them that holy Sacrament which is 
the great Seal of Pardon; becauſe, as hath been 
obſerved formerly, to give that holy Sacrament 
ro a godleſs and impenitent Wretch, would be 
to prophane that holy Ordinance; to give holy 
Things ro Dogs; and is inconſiſtent with the 

; cane that is ny even to a godleſs Soul, by 
| _— 


rant him to refuſe Compliance wich the De- 
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ä affording him the Means of caring and drink- 
bir own Damnation. b 
All the Obedience that is due to Civil Po- 
ers, in the utmoſt Extent of it, even upon the 
allowing of no Shadow of Claim to any ſpirĩtual 
independent Authority, can never exempt the 
loyal Subject from an Obligation toreſuſe hat- 
ever is ſinful, and to do whatever is a neceſſary 
Duty: And this was plainly the Caſe with S. A- 
broſe: His Prince aſked to be admitted to Com- 
munion when he was reeking in the Guilrof In- 
n ocent Blood unreprented of; it was therefore 

the indiſpenſable Duty of S. Ambroſe to reſuſe 
this ; becauſe this would have diſhonour'd God, 
profaned his holy Ordinance, and have made 
that holy Father and Biſhop himſelf acceſſory 
to the heaping of more Guilt upon the Empe- 
ror's own Soul; and conſequently he could not 
without Sin have acted otherwiſe. Now can 
it be pretended that nothing leſs than his being 


veſted withan independent Power, could war- 


mand of his Prince, in this Caſe foftared? And 
was he not bound, as he would anſwer to God, 
to exhort and urge his royal Maſter to that Re- 
pentance which is fo indiſpenſably neceſſary 
for all heinous Offenders, in order to render 


- ence; and to the Soul of his Prince, without 


* 
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them akin of the Divine Pardon, and to qua- 

lify them duly for the Communion of the 
Church? Tis true, perhaps che Awe or Re- 
ſpect, and Importunity of ſo great a Prince, 
might have terrified a weak Churchman, er 
drawn. a corrupt one into other Meaſures: But 
this would have been a ſneaking ſinful Compli- 
ance. And could not S. Ambroſe thus diſcharge 
his neceſſary Duty to God, to his own Conſci- 


the Privilege of an Independent; Power? Hi- 
therto then all is ſafe and clear. | 
4. But becauſe ſo great Streſs hath been 
laid upon this pretended Authority of S; Am- 
broſe, by all the Patrons of the independent 
eccleſiaſtical Authority; and that it will not be 
eaſy to make them yield it up, even after all 
that is already faid, ſo long as there is one Ex- 
preſſion in the Narration of it, upon which 
they can lay the leaſt Hold, left unexamined 
and not extorted from their Hands: I ſhall 
therefore deſcend to make particular Remarks 
on the ſeveral Expreſſions upon which they uſe 
in a declaiming Manner to inſult and triumph. 
Well, doth not S. Ambroſe in the foregoing 
Narrative urge the Emperor Tbeodeſius to ſub- 
mit to that Diſcipline which our great Lord 


hath — in his Church; for tho it is ſharp, 
pet 
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yet it would bring Health to his Soul? And 
doth not the Emperor himſelf alſo tell the N. 
ſhop, That he had no Defire to violate the eſta- 
bliſhed Order and Diſcipline, but intreated 0 
be abſolved ? And that S. Ambroſe would imi- 
tate the Compaſſion of our Saviour, who is 
ready to receive all returning Penĩtents? And 
do not theſe Expreſſions plainly intimate, that 
this holy Biſhop did truly exerciſe a ſpiricual 
Authority over his own Sovereign? And char 
t a — Emperor Thendgſus did tru-—- 
ly ſubmit to this Authority of 8. Ambroſe over 
himſelf? wed 
And that I may here lay together all chat is 
of any Weight or "Difticulty upon this Subject 
© hn Crate of 8. Ambroſe with Theadofites, - 
has not the Church of England, and the State 
too, ſufficiently determined this ? As 
the learned Pour of the Caſe of the Regale, 
&c. hath obſerved, Sect. IX. Num. 2. Pages 
68, 69. I ſhall here ſer down his own Words, 
becauſe they do indeed puſh home this Matter 
as far as is poſſible upon all the Members of 
the Church of England, viz. 
—— © So likewiſe, ſays he, her Authority (4. e. 
« of the Church of England) is not left unde- 
© termined in her ſpiritual Capacity, even over 
© the mY > himſelf; not only to debar him the 


« Prayers 


- 
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Prayers and Sacraments, but to proceed to 
« Excommunication, if other Methods prevail 
not to bring him to Penance for open Scan- 
dals. Thus it is expreſſed inthe ſecond Part 
s of the Homily of the right Dye of the Church. 
«© Where after having ſpoke of Cbriſts ſcourg- 
«3 ing the Buyers and Sellers out of the FIRE | 
« theſe are the Words that follow. = 
Aud according to this Example of our Sa- 
__ <wyour Chriſt, in the primitive Church which 
* wwas moſt holy and godly ; and in the which due 
* 'Dyſcrpline with Severity was uſed againſt the 
« Wicked: Open Offenders were not ſuffered 


es once to enter into the Houſe of the Lord, or 


te admitted to common Prayer, and the Uſe o f | 
« the holy Sacraments with other true Chriſtians, 
« until they had done open Penance before the 
« Church. And this was practiſed, not only up- 
« on mean Perſons, but alſo upon the rich, noble, 
« and mighty Perſons; yea upon that puiſſant and 
cc mighty Emperor Theodoſius, whom for com- 
te mitting a grievous and willful Murder, S. Am- 
* broſe Biſhop of Milan reproved ſharply; and 
« alſo excommunicated the ſame Emperor, and 
« brought him to open Penance. — Some, ſays the 
« Author of the Caſe of the Regale, &c. have be- 
c ſtowed a marginal Note upon this Place, and 
ec ſay be was only dehorted from receiving theSa- 
_ *® crament, 


pol, all that 1 by the oppoſi 
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4 ctament, until by Repentance he might be 
better prepared: But there was 
< more in it; or elſe both the Hiſtory of it and 
« the Homily have been foully miſtaken. The 
« Homily ſays he was excommunicated, and 
. 5 875 to open Penance. Let who will 
comment upon theſe Words, they are con- 
© firmed, and every Clergyman in the Nation 
« obliged by Act of Parliament to ſubſcribe 
n « char, They are Part of our 39 Articles of Re- 

<« ligion, and ſtand to this Day EE and 
ce therefore are a ſufficient Explanation of the 
« Senſe both of Church and State in this Mat- 
ter: And if ſome of the Divines would ex- 
plain the Doctrine of our Church more by 
« her Articles, Homilies, and Canons, than by 
< the. Senſe of private Doctors, they would go 
« upon ſurer Grounds, and have better 9 


: ce <cels. 


Tm ſure no Body an ſuſpect dat l uſe Ps 


45 n urmoſt Scrength 
re 8 


if I can but make ſufficient Anſwer to theſe 
Objections, there will be nothing further ne- 
ceſſary for reconciling of this celebrated Con- 
Jud of 8. Ambroſe, with the Scheme I have 
afſerted : Neither will itbe needful to add much 
"IM Find 
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more to this Diffettation, Which bath e 


ITrelled beyond what was at firſt deſigned.” 

5. And eee there is here of any Diffi- 
cuky, muſt obviouſly lie in theſe ee Points, 
viz.” 1, The Expreſſion by which S. Ambroſe 
ur rgeth the Emperor to ſubmit to that Diſci- 
pline which our great Lord hath appointed i in 
his Church; for though it is ſharp, yet it is 

wholſome, and would bring Health to his Soul. 
2. What the Emperor himſelf tells the Bi- 
ſhop, viz. That he had no Deſire to violate 
the eſtabliſhed Order and Diſcipline, but in 

treated to be abſolved. And that S. Anbreſo 

would imitate the Compaſſion of our Saviour 
who is ready to receive all returning Penitents. 
And 3. Theſe Words in the 2 Part of the 
Homily , of the right Uſe of the Church, which 
do affirm that S. Ambroſe Biſhop of Milan re- 
proved ſharply, and did alſo excommunicate his 
own Emperor, and brought him to open Pe- 
nance. 

1 ſhall here therefore offer Nach brief and 
f plain Remarks upon theſe three Points in thei; 
Order, as may take off any Force that ſeems 
to be in them, for proving that S. Ambroſe did 
exert the independent eccleſiaſtical Authority 
| over Theode N his own Sovereign. 
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And 1. Of the by which S. A. 
PE: -urgeth the Emperor to ſubmit to that 
Diſeipline which our Lord hath appointed in 
his Church, —_ 

We may hereobſerve, that altho in the mo- 
a Eccleſiaſtical Uſe of this Word Diſcepline, 
it is appropriared: to ſignify only thoſe Canons 
and Rules which the Governors of the Church 
have eſtabliſhed by cheir own intrinfic 
Power, for the Advancement of 
Chriftian Piery, and the decent external Order 
and Beauty of the Church committed to their 
Care; together with the particular Applicati- 
on of thoſe Rules in the Execution of 
their Authority, VIS, 1 and Re- 
kafements. 

Vet it is well known, chat in the more ge- 
| nuine Acceptation of that Word, and as it was 
in familiar Uſe among the ancient Chriſtian - 


Writers, the Chriſtian mann 
: The 


Religion and Inſtitution of 
Doctrine which our Saviour hath ravghe in che 
Goſpel, and thoſe Rules which he hath pre- 
ſcribed and eſtabliſhed; or alfoſomerimes, ſome 
ſpecial Rule and Order of our holy Religion. 
And that the Greet Words paiypa, MM 
and aywyn, as well as the Latin Diſciplina, are 
never uſed before this Occurrence, or in chat 

| and 
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and former Centuries by the ancient © Chriſtian 
Authors, to fignify the practical Application of 
| the ſpiritual DE of Church Rulers, by 
way of Puniſhment and eccleſiaſtical Cenſure; 
* Mona NN che Modern Ute 6 of, the Word 
progres. in 


perm cer in che ancient Chriſtian Writers, 
| ny OE Works theſe Words do often occur; 


IF" z'% 


9 0 his Mind prepoſſeſed 2 4 that Idea 8 
the modern Signification: of the Word Diſci- 
Pline, that is now habitually appropriated to it, 
doth read in the antient Writings of S. Ambroſe's 
urging Theodofius to ſubmit to that Diſcipline. 
wich our Lord bath. appointed; he may, un- 
der this Biaſs and Prejudice, be apt to imagine 
be ſecs that holy Biſhop armed with the ſpiri- 
| ual Rod, and exerciſing his Authority over. 152 
own Sovereign; whereas, if the Word Diſci- 
pline is ſtripe of its modern Signification „and 
reſtored to its more genuine and ancient Accep-. 
ration, all this haughty magiſterial Scene of 
the eccleſiaſtical Tribunal over the ſupreme Ci- 


vil Power eaſily vaniſhes: And inſtead of this, 
= ; ther c 


DC + 43 


dy made, I ſhall only further remark, that the 


| SzxcTion VII. 146 
there is only in all this Tranſaction fo famous, 
a wiſe and godly, humble and loyal Biſhop, re- 
queſting and ſoliciting his Sovereign to fubmir 
to that holy Inflicurion of our Chriſtian Religi- 
on; by which it is ſpecially required, chat all 
who are guilty of any publick, heinous, and 
flagitious Crime, ſhall be confidered as incapa- 
ble of the Divine Pardon and Mercy, and of 
receiving the Seal of their Pardon, by partak- 
ing of the holy Euchariſt, without a previous 
and ſuitable 1 And withal humbly 
remonſtrating to his Royal Maſter, That to ad- 
mit him without this, would be a Profanation, 
and inſtead of any Benefit to the Soul of the 
Emperor, would be the Heaping of more Guile 
upon it: And in like Manner that if he (the 
Biſhop] ſhould be acceſſory to it, by imparting 
the ſalutary Means of ſpiritual Comfort to his 
Prince, before the convincing Evidences of the 
Sincerity of his Repentance ; he would thereby 
alſo himſelf incur a heinous Guile. | 
Nothing leſs than this could make that holy 
Biſhop confiſtent with himſelf in the Words laſt 
_ cited from his Epiſtle to the Emperor, through- 
our that whole Citation. See Num. 3. of this 


ſame Section. 
And now after this critical an alrea- 


Diſcipline co which the Emperor is here exhort- 
5h | . ed 
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ed to ſubmit, is © that which our great Lord 
<« hath e in his Church; for by theſe 
Words it is obvious, that this muſt relate to 
that ſpecial Appointment made by our Lord in 
his holy Inſtitution, whereby the ſolemn and 
fincere Profeſſion of Repentance is rendred ne- 
ceſſary upon any open and atrocious Guilt, 
in order to the obtaining of Remiſſion, and a 


Capacity of Abſolution, or of partaking of the 


holy Euchariſt: And this fully clears the Mat- 
ter, and takes off all the Difficulty. For it is 
owned on all Hands that this is indiſpenſably 
neceſſary; and conſequently it can have no Re- 
lation to thoſe arbitrary and prudential Rules 


which the Ecclefiaſtical Governors have made, 1 


or may preſcribe, by virtue of their own in- 
. trinfic Power, or to the Execution and practi- 
cal Application of them, which is now-a-days 
_ underſtood by the Word Diſcipline; becauſe 
this is an eſſential indiſpenſable Rule and Order 
appointed in the Chriſtian Church, and eſta- 
bliſhed by Feſus Chriſt; and therefore is never 
to be violated upon any Pretext, either of Fa- 
vour and Reſpect of Perſons, or Regard and 
Deferęnce, even to ſovereign Princes. 
In this famous Caſe therefore, it was the in · 
diiſpenſable Duty of S. Ambroſe to obey God ra- 
ther than Man; and conſequently here is no 


Shadow of Ground to infer or imagine that 8. 
Ambroſe 


SZeTTOoN VII. 143 
Ambroſe acted in the leaſt Degree by any ecele- 
 fiaſtical Authority over his Sovereign, or upon 
the Principle of an independent Church Power. 

By what hath been thus remarked upon the 
firſt of the three Points of Difficulty, it will be 
the more eaſy to diſcuſk any n. Difficulty 
that can ariſe from the 

Second Point, viz. From what the 

_ himſelf tells the Biſhop; That he had noDefire 
< to violate the eſtabliſhed Order and Diſcipline, 
te but intreated to be abſolved; and that S. A- 
e broſe would imitate the Compaſſion of our 
EC Saviour, who is ready to receive all Return» © 
« ing Penitents.” 

And here I remark, that this religious Em- 
peror was now come to a thorough Senſe of his 
heinous Guilt; and was abundantly conſcious, 

that the Degrees and Circumſtances of it were 
ſuch, that the publick Evidence of the finceri- | 
ty of his Repentance was neceſſary, in Order to 4 
his obtaining the Divine Pardon, andto render 9 


bim capable of Chriſtian Communion, by an 
_ indiſpenſable Rule and Order of our holy Re- 
ligion : Hence it is that he he had no 
Deſire to violate the eſtabliſhed Order. He 
knew well the Biſhop could not diſpenſe with 
this, without incurring a heinous Guile upon 
his own Soul, and that no Authority upon 
5 > 


Earth 
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Earth can oblige to tranſgreſs the Divine eſta- 
_ bliſhed Order: And the Word Diſcipline here 
uſed, can give no Amuſement, if the Reader 
adverts to what I have before remarked upon 
it; ſo that if there is any Difficulty remaining, 
it muſt lie in the humble Manner of the Em- 
peror's Addreſs to the Biſhop, viz. By his © in- 
N treating to be abſolved; and that 8. Ambroſe 
« would imitate the Compaſſion of our Saviour, 
ho is ready to receive all returning Peni- 
< tents. 

Now here 1 . is to take ſpecial No- 
tice, that it is no leſs the indiſpenſable Duty of 
the Miniſters of Feſus Cbriſt to receive a Re- 
turning Penitent, than it is their indiſpenſable 
Duty to refuſe the healing Comforts of the 
Chriſtian Commpnion to thoſe who are con- 
victed of any publick and heinous Sin, and yet 
continue hardened obdurate in their Impeniten- 

cy. In this Caſe nothing is left to the arbitra- 
ry Choice of the ſpiritual Guides, with Reſpect 
to the Conduct they ſhall uſe, any more than 
s left to it in the other Caſe; only they are 

cautiouſly to examine and obſerve the Caſe and 
Circumſtances of the Delinquent, in order to 
the farisfying of their own Conſciences: And as 
ſoon as they find the Evidences of a fincereRe- 
pentance, they then become indiſpenſably bound 
to apply the healing Comforts. And if chis is 

| SR | | not 
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not left to their own Choice or Pleaſure, ſeeing 
they are bound to act according to the Conviction 
of their Conſciences, this is not properly the Ex- 
erciſe of their Authority, if ir is their Sovereign 
they are treating, but rather the Exerciſe of their 

neceſſary Duty; and this being premiſed, it ſeems 
to be obvious, from all the Circumſtances un 
der our View, that there is no Neceſſity 
gine any eccleſiaſtical Authority | 
by S. Ambroſe over his Sovereign. For if chat 
holy Biſhop. ſhall be confidered here as only 
uſing the Judgment of private Diſcretion, for - 
the direCting and exonerating of his own Con- 
ſcience, all may be ſufficiently accounted for. 

But you'll ſay, the Emperor here did notcom- 
mand 8. Ambroſe; no, he only intreated him: 
And doth nor this imply that he ſuppoſed the 
Compliance of the Biſhop did depend on the Bi- 
ſhop's arbitrary Pleaſure? I anſwer, that the 
Emperor well enough knew his own Station; 
and that S. Ambroſe had all the dutiful Regard 
to him that becomes a loyal Subject: Yer at the 
ſame Time, he well underſtood that tha holy 
Biſhop was under an indiſpenſable neceſſity of 
having his own Conſcience fatisfied before he 
could proceed to abſolve him, and receive him 
to Communion, leſt Almighty God ſhould be 
offended. Now for the Emperor to have in- 


L 3 rerpoied 
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poked. a "HR in this Caſe, would have 


been very incongruous, and could not conſiſt 


with the Duty which both the Emperor and 
the Biſhop did owe to God; and therefore the 
Emperor piouſly and prudently lays. the Caſe 
home to the Conſcience of S. Ambroſe, by ſuch 
an Argument, as could not be withſtood, vez. 
the known and declared Mercy and Compatſit- 
on of our Saviour, 
If after all this, you thall-Qill ay, He only 
intreated: I anſwer, and what can this infer ? 
How often do the moſt abſolute ſovereign Prin- 
ces by a condeſcending Mildneſs and Wiſdom, 
from a fatherly Tenderneſs toward their Sub- 
jects, uſe their Intreaties, even where they might 
\ with Juſtice both peremptorily command and 
puniſh? Therefore from Theodofrus's Intreaty of 
S. Ambroſe, it can never be inferred that he own- 
ed any Subjection to his Authority; eſpecially 
conſidering the Reaſon I have aſſigned for ſhew- 
ing that as S. Ambroſe was ſtated with Reſpect 
to the Satisfying of his own Conſcience, the in- 
ter paſal of a Command would have been unrea- 
ſonable and incongruous. 
And perhaps 1 it may not be amiſs * to add 
farther, that it is natural for a ſincere Penitent, 


under the exuberant Senſe of Self-unworthineh, 


to uſo ſuch Expreſſions of — as are in- 
_ deed 


> 
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deed convincing Evidences of a true Humiliati- 
on; but they ought not to be ſtretched into 
Arguments of any other Kind; and here there 
is no cogent neceſſity of fuch ſtretching. 
However this great Condeſcenſion of the Em- 
peror Theodofius, at the End of fo long a Tract 
of his penitent Mourning for the Sin commit- 
ted, could not fail to afford roS. Ambroſea ſtrong 
Intimation that his 8 ign was now, in ma- 
ny Degrees, fitted for ſharing in the known Com- 
paſſion of our Saviour, and duly qualified to re- 
ceive the Application of the healing Comforts, 
and the ſacramental Seal of Pardon: Bur yet, ac- 
cording to the religious and mice ſtrictneſs of thoſe 
Times, this holy Biſhop for the more abſalute 
Satisfaction of his own Conſcience deſired fur - 
ther to know the Fruits of his Repentance: 
And from the Emperor's Anſwer of unpara - 
lell'd Piety and Condeſcenſion, the Advocates 
for an Authority in ecclefiaſtical Rulers over 
their own Sovereign, do pretend to draw an 
Argument. 
His faid Anſwer to S. Ambroſe is in theſe 
Words, 022. It is your Part to preſcribe the Re- 
medy, and mine to comply with it. Now if the 
Emperor had been labouring under a bodily 
Diſeaſe, and had uſed the fame Words to his 
| Phyfician, or his Surgeon, It is your Fart to 
L4 preſcribe 
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preſcribe the Remedy, and mine to comply 
with it; is it poſſible chat this could have been 
ſo conſtrued, as to imply an Acknowledgm en 
of any Authority in them over himſelf? How 
then can they infer any ſuch Acknowledgement 
of Authority over himſelf in the Biſhop, to 
whom he applied for the Cure of his Soul? 
And after theſe Remarks which I have made 
vpon the two foregoing. Points, i itis high Time 
to proceed to the __ | 
6. Third Point of Difliculry, v viz. T bs Argu- 
ment drawn from the Expreſſion in the ſecond 
Part of the Homily Of therightUſe of the Church, 
where it is ſaid, that S. Ambroſe Biſhop of Mi- 
. lan, reproved ſharply, and did alſo excommu- 


nicate the Emperor, and bring him to en 


Penance. 
This is plainly deſigned as an 3 ad 
kominem to all the Members of the Church of 


Exgland. And the Author of the Caſe of the 


Regale, &c. in his Words cited above, Num. 4- 
of this ſame Section, is pleas'd to obſerve, that 
ſome have beſtowed a marginal Note upon this 
Place, and ſay, he was only dehorted from re- 
ceiving the Sacrament, until by Repentance he _ 
might be better prepared. And indeed, under 
his Favour, after the moſt accurate Survey of 
the whole Avg this would ſeem to be a 


very 
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: and well beſtowed Marginal Note. 
= ak learned Author; There was 
* ſomething more in it; or elſe both the Hiſto- 
« ry of it and the Homily , have been. foully 
| « miſtaken. 2871 

No as to the Hiſtory of it, Defiance may be 
given tofind the leaſt Thing more in it, among 
all the antient Authors that have mentioned it, 
than this, vi. That the Biſhop refuſed to give 
active Obedience to the Emperor in an unlaw- 
ful Thing: And this too, in the moſt dutiſul and 
becoming Terms of a conſciencious Loyalty, and 
awful Deference; as his Epiſtle to the 

formerly cited, doth "we reſtify. - 
But then at leaſt as to che Homily, ĩs it not ex- 
. preſly ſaid in it, that he was excommunicated 
and brought to open Penance ? And indeed this 
cannot be denied. But here it is to be'remem- 
bred, that there is a twofold Excommunication, 
as hath before been inſinuated, ws. in Set. IV. 
of this Diſſertation, Num. 8. The firſt is lefler, 
and is only negative or privative,. by which the 
Offender becomes deprived of the Benefius of 
- Chriſtian Communion, until he is brought to a 
due Senſe of his Guilt; and gives ſuch Eviden- 
ces of true Repentance, as may ſatisfy the Con- 
ſciences of thoſe who are the authoriſed 
ſers of thoſe Benefits of Communion, that it is 
| not 
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not ſinful to admit him to them. Now the Con- 
duct of S. Ambroſe with Theodefius did extent 
no further than this; and he could not do other- 
wiſe without the Violation of his Duty to God: 


che leaſt neceſſity of ſuppoſing him veſted with 
any Authority over his own rere gh as hath 
been ſufficiently manifeſted already. 
And * the Homily ſays he was excom- 
municated, the Truth in fact, as related in the 
Hiſtory, doth determine us to underſtand it in 
this Senſe of the leſſer Excommunication; 
which is alſo more agreeable to the loyal Tem- 
per and Principles of the Church of England, 
as the ſame is explained, not only in the Arti- 
cles of Religion, and Canons, but alſo in the 
 Homilies themſelves. But chen 2. As to the 


For he was indiſpenſably bound to do ſo, without | 


Infliing of the poſitive and greater Excommu- 


nication upon Kings and ſovereign Powers, and 
executing againſt them Anatbema's of the high- 
eſt curſe and execration, by a Surrender into the 
Hands of Satan: This is what the Church of 
England will neither practiſe nor approve | of. 
As it never did, it is to be hoped it never will 
incur ſo great a Scandal. 1 8 
I)he Author of the Caſe of the Regal = 
| ay Let who will comment upon theſe Words, 
viv. He was excommunicated; and the Reader 


- the ſharpeſt Reproof that can be given; and 
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may ſee how eaſy it is to give the natural Com- 
mentary upon them; and to reſcue them from 
any ſiniſter that would wreſt them to 
favour the Independency of the Church Power. 
But till, doth it not give ſome Colour to the 
Pretence of ſomewhat of Authority in S. . 
broſe over his own Sovereign, that the Homi - 
ly fays, the Biſhop reproved hirn ſharply, and 
brought him to open Penance? I anſwer, by 
no Means, For to lay before our Sovereign the 
greatneſs of the Guilt fairhfully, though in 
Terms of the moſt reverential Awe and Duty; 
and at the ſame Time, honeſtly and plainly to 
convince him, with Sorrow and Regret, that 
he hath himſelf incurred the Guilr, and lies ob- 
' noxious to the fatal Conſequences of ir, as the 
Prophet Nathan did to David his King, tel- 
ling him, Thou art the Man: This is in Effect 


though it doth certainly add to the medicinal 
Sharpneſs, that the Perſon who performs this 
Office is cloathed with a Divine Commiſſion, 
yet it is noways neceſſary that he ſhould be veſt- 
eſt with any Power ſuperior to the Authority of 

his Sovereign. If the Prophet Nathan, who 
was immediately ſent by God to reprove and 
convince King David, who was perhaps his 
own Father, as well as his Sovereign, could per- 
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form this Office without any ſuch Claim; why 
not S. Ambroſe ?. And why not any other Biſhop? 
And if they can have Influence to bring their 
Sovereign to comply with their Godly. Counſel, 
ſo as to teſtify by ſolemn Evidences, the Since- 
rity of his Repentance, as far as is neceſſary by 
the Rules of our holy. Religion, wherever the 
Scandal is publick and heinous; as S. Ambrofe 
brought Theodofius to open Penance: They de- 
| ſerve the Praiſe, and will receive the Reward 


of good and faithful Servants; But this is tobe 


done by laying before them their Sin and Dan- 


: ger, and the Threatnings of the Goſpel againſt 


impenitent Sinners, as well as the Promiſes of 
Mercy and Forgiveneſs to the Penitent; and 
alſo refuſing to them ig healing Comforts 
of Abſolution and external Communion, to 
which they cannot admit them without Sin, 
until they are rendred capable of them by Re- 
pentance; and at the ſame Time to ply them 
aſſiduouſſy with all the ſweetneſs of Perſuaſion: 
But by no Means ought they to arrogate any 


Authority over them; being themſelves ſubjet- 


ed to the ſupreme Civil Ferret no leſs than _ 
their fellow Subjects. 
And foll have done with oh 8 up- 
on the three propoſed Points of Difficulty. 8 | 
| : | The 


3 
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The Reader ſees it ſo eaſy to take off any 
Shadow of Difficulty that may ſeem to ariſe 


from that Expreſſion in the Homily, which I 1 


have thus briefly reflected on, that it may give 
Aſtoniſhment, to obſerve a Perſon of ſo much 
Learning and Penetration, as the accurate Au- 
thor of the Caſe of the Regale, &c. triumphing, 
as he doth upon it; as if it did, to the Stopping 


of every Mouth, afford a deciſive Argument to 


all the Members of the Church of England, in 


| Favour. of the Power of eccleſiaſtical Rulers 


over their own Sovereign: And as this is a preg- 
nant Proof of the Force of thoſe Prejudices that 
are ſtrongly rivetted upon the Mind, to influ- 
ence and biaſs the Reaſoning of Men of the 


brighteſt Genius, and moſt refined Underſtand- 
ing; ſo it juſtly ought to oblige thoſe of an 


inferior Size in Underſtanding and Improve» 
ment, to be modeſt and reſerv d: I muſt chere 


fore intirely refer it to the Reader who ſearch- 
eth after Truth, whether I have, or have nor 


(in the preceding Parts of this Section) ſuffici- 
ently guarded that famous Conduct of 8. An- 
broſe, with his own Emperor Theodofius, from 
being any Ways inconſiſtent with that Doctrine 


and thoſe Principles which I have all along af- 
ſerted, and endeavoured to eſtabliſh in — 
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5 4 Vi 3 of what hath been afferted con- 
ceerning the inflicting of the greater Excom- 
- _ munication upon Sovereign Civil Powers: Be- 
min à Seventh Argument for the independent 
. Church Power; with the Anſwer to it. 


FTER all that hath been diſputed a- 
gainſt the Excommunicating of ſove- 
reign Princes; becauſe the allowing of this Pra- 


Rice would indeed infer an Independency of ec- 


cleſiaſtical Power, therefore the Patrons of that 
Doctrine, of which they are ſo tenacious, may 
here object, That ſeeing it is before concluded 
as an unqueſtionable Point, that the greater Ex- 
communication is ſuch an Act of the eccleſia- 
ſtical Authority, as is not left to the arbitrary 
Choice of the ſpiritual Ruler, nor ſuch as may 
be either inflicted, or omitted at his Pleaſure; 
but is only to be uſed in ser Neceſſity, vi. 


When the Regard due to the Soul of the har- | 


dened and incorrigible Sinner, and the provident 
Gare due to the Flock of which he 1 is a Mem- 
| : ber, | 


SscTrion VIII. 
ber, for preventing their Infection, do after all 
dther Endeavour to reclaim him, render ic at 
length neceſſary, i. e. When, like the Preach- 
ing of the Goſpel and the of the 
Sacraments, it cannot be omitted without Sin 3 
and conſequently, that then it oughe to be uſed, 
even although the ſupreme Civil Power ſhould 
interpoſe to ſtop and prohibit it: Yea doch it 
not further alſo follow, that if the ſame Caſe 
ſhall occur, of heinous Sin and Obſtinacy in the 
Perſon of the Sovereign himſelf, he may alſo 
then be excommunicated? yea that this alſo 
| cannot be omitted without Sin? 


The Anewzn. 


_ Becduſe at firſt View this ſeeras to be a Dif- 
ficulty no leſs pungent than any that hath been 
| hitherto ſuggeſted; I ſhall therefore endeavour 


- to clear it in as plain and fatifying a Manner as 


Tean; and in Order to this 
I. Seeing the Argument doth ſuppoſe ſuch 
Neceffiry upon the Conſcience of rhe ſpiritual 
Ruler, as renders him bound to inflict this high 
eſt Cenſure, where the Sin is heinous and fla- 
grant, and the guilty Perſon is obſtinate; and 
that he cannot, without Sin, omit to do its 


therefore, I muſt indeed own, that if this is the 


3 
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Caſe of any Perſon who "is ſubjetfed to his ſpiri- 
wal Authority, there is no Civil Power that 
can. bind the faid ſpiritual Ruler to omit it, or 
whoſe Interpoſal can excuſs ſuch Omiſſion. 
For whatever God hath made a Man's neceſſa- 
ry Duty, he ought certainly to do it, tho all 
che Powers on Earth W to . 
| bid 1 1 
But then let Abe here remembered n 
it is no leſs true, as hath been often before in- 
culcated, (particularly Sect. IV from Num. 3. 
and forwards) that where a Man is bound to 
any neceſſary Duty, his Obligations to this can 
never infer any Authority independent of the 
ſu preme Civil Power, tho' he is bound to do it 
even in contradiction to its Commands; and far 
leſs can it infer, that this Man hath any Autho- 
rity pear: to the W Civil Power it 
felf. - 10 
0 41 FR greater rende pin dam ü is 4 
dered as an Exertion and Act of the ſpiritual 
Authority; then certainly it can only be inflict- 
ed upon thoſe that are ſubjected to this eceleſi- 
aſtical Authority; and therefore I affirm that if 
ñt is ſo conſidered, it can never be inflicted up- 
on the Sovereign on any Account; becauſe as 
ſuch, he cannot be ſubjected to any Authority 


_ nen, As * been before evinced. 
But 


not be exerted upon any others but thoſe only 
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But let it here be chiefly confidered, that the 
ſpiritual Ruler himſelf, even in the very Exer- 
ciſe of his ſpiritual Authority, is ſo ſubjected to 
the ſupreme Civil Power, as to be bound in Con- 


ſcience to obey him in every Thing that is not 
ſinful : And it muſt be evident that this is incon- 
fiſtent with any the leaſt Degree of Authority 
over him. 

Now it is a known Rule, that whoſoever is 
veſted with Authority of any Kind, this can- 


who are the Subjects of that Authority: For 
Example; It is the Duty of a King, his nece{- 
ſary Duty, to have his Laws executed upon Ma- 
le factors: But this cannot be extended beyond 

the Limits of his own Juriſdiction. It is alſo 
| the Duty, the neceſſary Duty of his Judges to 
give Sentence upon Oppreſſors, Robbers, and 
Murderers; but this can never infer that they are 
neceſſarily bound to give Sentence upon their 
own Sovereign, if he ſhould be unhappily in- 
volved in the ſame Guilt: And now after pre- 
miſing theſe Things, 

2. Becauſe the Strength of the Argument in 
the Caſe of the heinous Sin, and Obſtinacy of 
the Sovereign, doth lie in the ing of theſe 
two Things, viz, 1. That the greater Excom- 
munication is an Exertion and Act of the ſpiri- 
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tual Authority; and yet 2. That the ſame Rea. 
ſons to render the inflicting of it neceſſary up- 
on any other Perſon, involved in heinous Guilt 
and Obſtinacy, ſeem to have at leaſt as great 
if nor a greater Force, for the neceſſary inflict- 
ing it upon the Sovereign in the ſame unhap- 
py Circumſtances, viz. with Reſpect either to 
his own Soul, or the Scandal and Infection of 
others. | 

Therefore Igive this plain Auster that theſe 
two Things can never be concurring, when the 
Caſe relates to the Perſon of the Sovereign, tho 
involved in heinous Sin and Obſtinacy. 

As to the firſt of them, Tam indeed con- 
vinced that the greater Excommunication is tru- 
Iy an Act and Exertion of the ſpiritual Autho- 
rity, and one of the higheſt Acts in which that 
Authority is exerted: And for that very Rea- 
ſon I deny that the ſecond of theſe Things, v1z. 


_ the neceffity of inflicting it can ever be concur- 


ring, if it is upon the Sovereign. It is for that 
very Reaſon that I cannot conceive how the Sub- 


ject can inflict it upon his own Sovereign. For 


the ſpiritual Ruler being his own Subject, is him- 

ſielf even in the Exerciſe of his ſpiritual Autho- 

rity bound in Conſcience to obey him in every 

Thing that is not ſinful; which can never con- 

bg wich his —_ orexerting the leaſt —_— 
| 0 


may ſometimes make it a neceſſary Duty to in- 
upon any o- 
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ee over his faid Sovereign: And if he 
hath not, and cannot have Authority over his 
own Sovereign in any leſſer thing, how can he 
have it in one of the higheſt Exertions of the 
ſpiritual Power? So that the greater Excommu- 
| nication muſt ar leaſt be ſtripe of all Degrees of 
Authority eccleſiaſtical before it can be exerted 


upon the Sovereign. 
Again 2. Let us enquire into the Reaſons that 


fli& the greater Excommunication 
ther Man involved in Sin and Obſtinacy; and 
it will be plain that they cannot have the ſame 
Force to render this Exertion alſo neceſſary up- 
on the Sovereign, tho” in the fame unhappy 
Circumſtances ; becauſe no ſpiritual Ruler can 
(or conſequently can be bound to) exert his Au- 
thority beyond the Limits and Extent of his 
Power ; and therefore it can never become his 
neceſſary Duty to do fo, by pretending to exerr- 
any Authority over his own Sovereign, whocan 


never be in Subjection to it. 


lt is indeed true that the inflicting of the very 
hig heſt Cenſure of the Church upon a Perſon 
chat is ſubjected to the ſpiritual Power, may 
x ſometimes be the neceflary Duty of the Church | 

Ruler for ſuch weighty and Reaſons as 
Iam to mention; but if the Caſe relates to the 


M 2 Sovereign 


— 
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Sovereign in the ſame Circumſtances, they can 
be of no Force, . becauſe he is beyond the 5 he 
of the Church Ruler. The very Nature and 
Right of his Sovereignty doth neceſſarily exempt 


him from all Degrees of Subjection to any Au- 
thority with which Men can be veſted: As the 


Reaſons may be ſtrong and pregnant that ren- 


der it the neceſſary Duty of the common Civil 


Judges to give Sentence upon Oppreſſors, Robj- 
bers, and Murderers: But the ſame Reaſons 


muſt be of no Force if the Caſe relates to the 

Perſon of the Sovereign, tho he were involved 

in the ſame rapaciouſneſs and Blood-guiltineſs. 
I ſhall now deſcend to ſurvey the ſeveral 


. weighty Reaſons that may ſometimes render it 
the neceflary duty of the ſpiritual Ruler to in- 
fli& the greater Excommunication; and it will 
more particularly appeas that they do not infer 
er hold in ſuch Manner, when the Caſe relates 
to the guilty Sovereign. 

The End and Deſign of all 3 Cenſure 
is for Edification (i. e. the Correction and A- 


mendment of the Sinner) and not for Deſtruc- 


tion, 2 Cor. x. 8. xiii. 10. and therefore one 


', weighty Reaſon that may ſometimes render this 


- Excommunication a Duty neceſſary upon the 
ſpiritual Ruler, is the Regard due to the Soul 


of the hardened and obſtinate Sinner. 
Another 
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Another very pregnant and weighty Reaſon 

for this, is to remove the Scandal, and forthe 

preventing the Infection of others. 

Now as to the Neceflity of inflicting the 
higheſt Cenſure that is oppoſed i in the Argu- 
ment to ariſe from the Regard due to the Sin- 
ner's own Soul: Any Difficulty that lies in this, 
is ſufficiently taken off dect. VI. Num. 6, and 7. 
in the Anſwer to the ſixth for thein- 
dependent Church Power: where it is briefly 
evinced, That the ſupreme Civil Power doth in 
the very Nature of it, neceffarily and in many 
Reſpects, deprive the Sovereign of many valua- 
ble Benefits that are common to his Chriſtian 
Subjects, whoſe Condition is indeed in many Re- 
ſpects more happy than that of their Princes: 
And if this alſo renders Sovereigns incapable of 
a Benefit, which the Souls of others may derive, 
even from this higheſt Exertion of the 8 
Authority, there is no Remedy. 

For in the Days of S. Paul, i che Adkins 
Emperor had been Chriſtian, and involved in 
the unhappy Circumſtances of the inceſtuous 
Corinthian, his Sovereignty rendred him inca- 
pable of undergoing that high Cenfure, which 
had ſuch happy Effects upon that Cormtbian. 

But then in the next Place, what is tobefaid 


of the other weighty Reaſons for rendring this 
M 3 high 
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high Cenſure ſometimes a neceſſary Duty upon 
the ſpiritual Ruler in the Caſe of an obſtinate 
Sinner, viz. for removing the Scandal, Ware 
venting the Danger of Infection? 
1 anſwer, 1. As to the Scandal; the People 
ought to be well inſtructed in the Sovereign s 
ſpecial and neceſſary exemption from all poſi- 
tive Cenſure, as well as Civil Puniſhment; be- 
cauſe he is under no Authority upon Earth: 
And withal that this very Thing doth make him 
more obnoxious to the Divine Puniſhment ſui- 
table to his demerit: And that therefore this 
doth lay upon all his Chriſtian Subjects the grea- 
2 beaten unto God, for that Care he hath 
taken of their own Souls by his Inſtitution of 


the holy Miniſtry : And to be inſtructed like- 


wiſe, that this doth bind them to be the more 
aſſiduous and fervent in their Prayers for their 
Sovereign, that God may bring him to a due 
Senſe of his Guilt, and reſcue bim from the 
Snares of Satan. — 
And then, 2. For preventing hs 8 of 
Infection in this Caſe of the Sovereign's heinous 
| Guilr and Obſtinacy, it is incumbent on the 
ſpiricual Rulers. to exert their Authority in the 
more ſharp and rigorous Uſe of the ſpiritual 
Rod, upon all other Delinquents; that thereby 
„ mains the better _ the bad In- 


- fluence 


iſpreading in their Flock. 
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fluence of their Sovereign's Example, and pre- 
vent the contagious Infection thereof from 


And befides theſe Means which I have men- 
tioned, there is no other Courſe to be taken by 
all his Subjects, eccleſiaſtical Rulers as well as 
others, but Prayers and Tears. 

Indeed the refuſing to adminiſter to their So- 
vereign all the Benefits of Chriſtian Communi- 
on, may in ſome Caſes be the indiſpenſable Du- 
ty of the eccleſiaſtical Rulers: And this hath 
been treated of before, viz. Sea. IV Num. 8. 
and more fully throughout the ſeventh Section, 
upon the Caſe of Tbeudgſius and S. Ambroſe. Bur 
for the poſitive Excommunication; in fo far as 
that is an Act and Exertion of Authority; the 
Sovereigh cannot at any Rate be a competent 
Subject of it: Nothing can render him ſubject - 
ed to eccleſiaſtical Authority, leſs than a Mei- 
ſenger authoriſed by God to dethrone him. 
Durantibus vitd et Regimine, ſo long as he lives 
and reigns, he can no more be ſubject to any 
Authority upon Earth than if he were an An- 

gel or an Archangel. He is God's ſupreme Vice- 
gerent as a God on Earth; though he ſhall de 
like a Man, and fall lite one of the Princes, Plal. 

lexxii. 7. And after Death he ſhall be judged by 
him wich whom there is no Reſpect of Perſons; 
| M _ yer 
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yet the very Nature of Sovereignty doth-abſo+ 
lutely and neceſſarily exempt him from all 
Kind of Subjection unto any Mortal. He can 


have no Superior a Earth either TING or 
Eccleſiaſtical. 


annnanonanSIDEIEEOOB 
$ Cr. IX. 
The Bxamination of 4 Citation from Ru fins. 


e ben Care at fone TY e 
che ſeventh Section, to vindicate the Cele- 
brated Conduct of S. Ambroſewith his own Em- 
peror Theodaſius, from affording any Colour or 
Pretext in favour of the Claim to an Indepen- 
dency of the Church Power. And I have beſtow- 
ed the laſt Section in vindicating what I had 
therein aſſerted concerning the inflicting of the 
greater Excommunication upon Sovereign Pow- - 


ers. But perhaps there are ſome who may ima- 1 


gine it is a more difficult Taſk to grapple with 
another Authority, taken alſo from the ancient 
eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory, and ſometimes pleaded 
by the Advocates for the independency of ec- 
cleſiaſtical Perſons upon the ſu preme Civil Pow- 
er viz. What Rufinus doth relate in the Hiſto-- 
— 


» ry which he hath left us, as ſpoken bythe Em- 
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of 


the Nicene Council, in Cap. 2. of the firſt of his 


Vobis dedit de nobis quoque Fudicandi, & ids a 
vobts recte Judicamur. 


Deo dati eftis Dit, & conveniens mam eff ut hams | 
judicet Deos. —— Et ideo bis ami i 


« you. —— For ye are given us by God to be 


two Books of Ecclefiaſtical Hiſtory. 
The Words of that Author as from the Mouth 
of the Emperor are theſe, viz. 


Vos etenim nobis « 


ad fidem pertinent, abſque ulla animorum con- 
tentione diſtinguite. To which the Author ſub- 


joineth, Cum bac dixiſſer, omnes fumul querime- 


eee exuri.. Narr de wen 


dred thus; © 


« God back eus you Prieſts, and gi- 
ee yen you Power to judge even of us; and 
<« therefore it is meet that we be judged by 


« Gods unto us: And ir is not meet that a Man 

t ſhould judge Gods. Wherefore layi 
« thoſe Things aſide, let the Things that con- 
« cern the Faith be treated of withour all Ani- 
< moſity of Contention. And having uttered 
« theſe Words, he commanded all their Libels 


«of mutual Accuſation W 1 de 


= 
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It is remarkable that the accurate and pene · + 
trating Author of the Caſe M tbe Regale, &c. 
doth not inſiſt upon this Citation from Rafinus, 
nor ſo much as tranſcribe it: Which we may 
well preſume he would never have omitted to 
do, if he had conceived that there is any ſolid 
e in it that might bear a ſtrict Examina- 
However before I cloſe. this Differiatians 
I —— — few Remarks upon it. W 
The Occaſion upon which the Emp peror Cons 
Kantine is ſaid by Rufinus to have — theſe 
Words, was this. Many of the Biſhops had 
preſented to him Libels of mutual Complaint 
and Accuſation againſt one another, e made 
bim very uneaſy. And after he had exhorted 
them to mutual Peace and Concord, he com- 
manded all choſe Libels to he burned, am che 
Contents of them might never be known. 
This Fact is well eſtabliſhed by the concur- 
ring Teſtimony of the moſt approved Authors 
_ have tranſmitted to us the Hiſtory of that 
firſt Chriſtian Emperor, and of this firſt gene- 
ral Council. But thoſe Words of Rufinus, as 
above cited, and affirmed by him to be uttered 
by that Emperor, have no other Voucher but 
Rufinus himſelf alone; and therefore, there is 
no more Streſs to be layed upon them, than the 
Credit and Authority of Rufinus himſelf may 
7 bear; 
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bear: For neither Euſebius in the Life of Can« 
Aantine written by him; nor Sacrates, nor The- 
odoret, nor Sozomen in their Hiſtories, have 
made the leaſt Mention of them; and this be- 
ing premiſed , I offer the following Bewadhty 


. vic. | 


. That all che celebrated Criticks and Fg 
ſors who give the Characters of the antient Wri- 
ters of eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory, do agree i in repre- 
ſenting Rufinus as an Author whole Credit is not 
to be relied upon, where the Things related by 
him are not ſupported by other Vouchers: 80 
that in a Matter of ſo great Importance as this 
would be, if it were indeed true, the fingle Te- 

ſtimony of this ſuſpected Author, is no ways 
ſufficient. And becauſe it would too much 
enlarge this Diſſertation to make a numerous 
Induction of them, I ſhall therefore only men- 
tion what a few of them, who are very diſtin- 
guiſhed for their nice Skill and Accuracy, have 
obſerved. © 

The firſt is Degory Wheare, Cambden Reader 
of Hiſtory in Oxford: Who in his Method and 
Order of reading Hiſtories, as it is tranſlated in- 
to Engliſh, and printed at London, 1694, with 
a Preface by Henry Dodwell, Pag. 249. He 
gives a fighting Character of Rufinus, in theſe 


| Words. Land e 
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an Emulator of 8. Hierom, tranſlating this 
Hiſtory, (v:2. of Eu/eb:us) out of Greek into 

« Latin; added two Books of his own, and 
continued the Hiſtory to the Death of Theo- 
< dofius the Emperor, Anno 400. But then in 
« his Tranſlation he took too great a Liberty, 
«and in his own Addition he borrowed much 
from Euſebius. And Joſepbus Scaliger in the 
Appendix of his incomparable Work, De E- 
« mendatione Temporum, calls him a moſt filly 
Author; and perhaps no hurt will be _ 
Sor Stair ee f 
We have here Jeſepꝰ Scaliger joined with 
Mr. Wheare in giving why nad a Charactet of 
Contempt. | 
The learned and candid Du Pin is more ex- 
preſs in his Bibliotheca Patrum, of the fifth Cen- 
tury, Part I. being Vol. III. of the Engliſb Tran- 
flation, printed at London 1693, Pag. 108. For 
tho he commends ſeveral of the other Writings 
of Rufinus, and particularly his Expoſition of the 
Creed; yet of his two Books of ecclefiaſtical Hi- 
ſtory, he ſays, They are pretty well written, 
but they have many Hiſtorical Faults.” 
The Engliſh Annotator upon Du Pin, in 
that ſame Page before referred to, obſerves of 
Rufinus, That in his Tranſlation of Euſebius's 
os 5s beſides * Alterations and Addi- 
tions 


5 < the ſaid Annotator ſays, 


5 e fame Nature; fo ſays that Annotator. 
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< tions of his own; he makes Zacharias ſpo- 
« ken of in 8. Luke, to have been a at 
“Lyons; and confounds 8. Biblias with S. Bi- 
« Hina. And as to his many Hiſtorical Faules, 


e them. He ſuppoſes that Athanaſius hid 
<« himſelf fix Years after he was condemned by 
te the Council of Tyre. He perverts the Order 
« of Time in the Hiſtory of S. Athanaſins: He 
e ſheweth but little Favour to S. Gregory Na- 
« ⁊ianzen, and S. Bafil: He ſayeth that Hila- 
« ry was excommunicated, which isfalſe: And 
© he confounds the Time, when he ſays, 8. 
Hilary was baniſhed after the Council of M5- 
an. There are ſeveral other Faults of the 


« Doctor Cave in his Hiſtoria Literaria, 
« Part I. Pag. 237. Tho' he modeſtly leaves it 
« to others to judge whether or not Raus de- 
« ſerves the ſevere Cenſure of S. Hierom , who 
« calls him Origeniſt, Pelagian, Impoſtor, (Fal- 
« ſarium) and a Corruptor of the Works of o- 
« ther Men, &c. yet he ſays, it cannot be deni- 
e ed, that he has been an unfaichful Tranſlator, 
ce changing, murtilating, and adding; and as he 
e expreſſeth it in Pag. 239, Subleſid fide, i. e. 
4 whoſe Fidelity is light and of no Value. 


The 


3 


theſe are ſome of 


- 
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The Reader may judge, what Credit is to be 
given to the Things that one doth relate wo 
falfifies the Relations of others. 

I think thoſe Authors I have referred unto 


may ſuffice to manifeſt, that the Character of 
| Rufinms, as an Hiſtorian, is not ſuch as can give 


enough of Credit and Authority to this Fact, 


vix. That the Words cited from him as utter- 
ed by the Emperor Conflantine the Great, were 
truly the Words of that Emperor, ſeeing this is 


_ Biſhops 


not ſupported by any other Voucher. 


And therefore now I adventure to affirm, 
That if that Emperor had ſpoken ſo, he was 
quite wrong; for God had no where veſted the 
with any Power of being Judges over 
himſelf their own Sovereign, nor exempted them 
from the Judgment of his Tribunal. At leaſt 
this, of their being fo exempted, will be grant- 


ed by all; and how then can theſe Words, as 


from the Mouth of that Emperor, 


conſiſt with this Truth? Vos etenim nobis 4 


Deo dati eſtis Dii. For ye are given us by 
* God, to be Gods unto us. Et conventens non 
eft ut homo judicet Deos. © And it is not meet 
« that a Man ſhould judge Gods. Indeed the 
Spirit of God in the Holy Scripture, hath gi- 
ven the Title of Gods to Princes, tho' they ſhall 


die like Men; becauſe "Og are God's Vieege- 


rents: 


it ſhad been by ſo many Nob preſeui as. The 
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rents: But the Scriptures do no where give chat 
Deſignation to eccleſiaſtical Rulers; and ſar leſ 
do they exempt them from being liable to the 
Authority and Commands of ſovereign Princes. 
Surely thoſe Nicene Biſhops did not think them- 
ſelves ſo exempted and pri : For they 
| Preſented their mutual Libels of Complaintand 

Accuſation to that Emperor, as being conti 
ous that they were all of them ſubjected to his 
ſovereign Authority: Yea that Emperor him- 

ſelf, by ſuppreſſing all their Libels, and cm- 
manding them to be burned, did as 
exert the ſovereign Authority over them, as if 


moſt abſolute Monarch upon Earth could not 
have done more, if the Caſe had been laid be- 
fore him ſo ſtated, by as many of his lay Sub- 
jjects; So that thoſe of Rufinus could not beut- 
| tered by Conſtantine himſelf, becauſe it is im- 

pooſſible to reconcile them, either with the Con- 
duct of Conſtantine himſelf, in the Matter then 
in Hand, as it was tranſacted by him, or with 

the Conduct of the Biſhops, who preſented their 
mutual Libels to him ; unleſs we ſhall 


them altogether ignorant of their having any 
ſuch extravagant Powers and Claim of 


dency ; or reckon them a Set of proſtituted Court 


Flatterers, betraying their own Rights, and giv- 
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n ingupthePower, which they thought was com- 

mitted to their Truſt, againſt their own Con- 
fois. And it would be very abſurd to con- 


" | 1 _ ceive this of them upon the bare Teſtimony of 


Rufinusalone, without any other Voucher. His 
long Converſation with the Monks renders it 
likely that his Information was only from ſome 
ignorant, idle, monkiſh Tale. 
- I ſhall ſhut up my Remarks upon this Paſ- 
1 ſage of Rufinus, by wiſhing the Reader to look 
back to what is ſaid before in Sect. VII. Num. 2. 
3 and to apply the Reaſoning that is uſed there 
with Reſpect to the pretended Authority of 8. 
Ambroſe, to the like Pretext of the Authority 
and Practice of the Emperor Conſtantine in this 
Caſe, for which we have no other Voucher but 
 Rufinus. And to remember well, that in all 
M,atters of Duty we are to be determined, not 
by the Examples and Authority of Men; but 
by thoſe Stated Rules which God hath given 
us for our Direction. If thoſe Rules and Mea- 
| fures of the Obedience due from eccleſiaſtical 
Rulers to Civil Powers, (even in the Exerciſe 
of their ſpiritual Authority) which we have 
now at ſufficient Length before aſſerted, are 
really true and ſolid, and abundantly eſtabliſhed; 
then, alchough the Emperor Conflantine and S. 
ane too, ue len or acted 1 in Contra- 
diction 


and ſupreme Civil Powers. I have anſwered 


| Ch e en =. 


diction to them; yet we are bound to ſtand and 
abide by the fixed Rules of our Duty, and to 


leave them where they have left the fixed Rules. 
For as the Author of the Caſe of the Regale, &c, 
hath well obſerved: * Mere Example, tho” it 


© be an Example recorded in holy Scripture, | 


« without any Mark put upon it as unwarran- 
< cable, is a dangerous and uncertain Argument. 
« And bare Precedents, on either Side, do not 
« determine the Right, without entring into the 
« Merits of the Cauſe; which alone can be a 
ic ſufficient Ground to guide our Conſcience.” 

I have now examined all the in 
favour of the Independency of the ecclefiaſtical 
Power that I can think of, which contain in 
them any material Difficulty: And I have been 
anxiouſly careful ro repreſent them in their ut» 
moſt Strength, with all the Advantages chat can 
be wiſhed or demanded by any Py au wk I 
have alſo deſcended into the particular Confide- 
ration of thoſe ſpecial Caſes of Difficulty chat 
may occur in the Execution and Adminiſtrati- 

on of the real and rightful ecclefiaſtical Power, 
to the due extent of it, in a dutiful Depen- 
dence and bounden Sabmiſſion to the lawful 


all the Objections, and removed all che Difficul- 
ties that are of any Weight, as far as I can fug- 


„ * 


| 
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geſt them, or have ever heard them ſuggeſted 
or advanced. And I am much deceived if there 
doth yet remain any further Difficulties upon 


this whole Queſtion, which may nt eaſily be 
Cleared and ſatisfied upon the Principles I have 
laid down, as they have been illuſtrated and ex- 
plained in this Diſſertation, and from thoſe ve- 
ry Fountains of Solution, which the attentive 
and deliberate Peruſal of it will afford to any 
impartial Mind, that hath been accuſtomed to 
examine Things, and will be at Pains to apply 
them with any Degree of Refſectioͤn. 
And all that I have now to add to this Diſſer- 
tation, is, to intreat the Reader carefully to ad- 
vert to what is briefly therein repreſented, vi. 
Sect. III. Num. 5. in the Words of the Author 
of the Caſe of the Regale; and is agreed unto by 
me, Num. 6. of that fame Section, namely: 
That among Chriſtians, every Perſon, and 
every Cauſe, is both Spiritual and Temporal. 


| | Thar Murder, Adultery, Theft, Rebellion, Sa- 


crilege, Blaſphemy, Perjury, &c. are Civil Cau- 
ſes, and puniſhable upon all Perſons whom- 
ſoever by temporal Laws and Judges, and yet 
they are alſo eceleſiaſtial Cauſes, and puniſha- 
ple by the Church, upon all and ſundry the 
ſame Perſons being Chriſtians; yea that all 
waged of Acts e that are of the 

Nature 


* 
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Nature of Sin or Duty, or that are in them- 
ſelves even of an indifferent Nature, are all 


of them fo ſubjected to the Authority of the 
Church, that the Rulers thereof have Power 
to give Injunctions relating to them which bind 
the Conſcience ; and to mer their Cenſures up- 
on the Tranſgreſſors. I have faid of an indiffe- 
rent Nature: Becauſe if the Rulers of the Church 
have any Authority at all, they muſt —_ 
have right to interpoſe with ir, even in 
indifferent, i. e. in all the Circumſtantials of 
Chriſtian Duty and Religion, that are not in 
thetr. ſelves neceſſary anterior to their Interpoſal: 
And they may enjoin them whenever they are 
determined ſo todo, by the Rules of external Or- 
der and Decency. 1 Cor. xiv. lt. Let all Things, 
faith 8. Paul, be dune decently and in Order. 


Now upon the Suppoſal that every Biſhop i is, 
in his own Dioceſe, the higheſt eccleſiaſtical 


Authority; from this I ſubſume, that if there 


is an intrinſic ſpiritual Power abſolutely inde- 
pendent, ſo as neither to be limired nor reftrain- 
ed in the Exerciſe thereof by the Civil Autho- 

rity; then it neceſſarily follows, that every R- 
ſhop in his own Dioceſe, hath as juſt a Claim 

tothe Prerogative and Title of ſupreme Gover- 
nor over all Perſons, and in all Cauſes wharſoe- 
ala as s the King himſelf can bave, or anyMo- 
N 2 nach 
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narch upon Earth. For in a Chriſtian State, 
all Cauſes whatſoever, muſt be allowed to be 
both ſpiritual and temporal. Tis true indeed, . 
chat in the eocleſiaſtical Rulers, this is only a ſpi- 
ritual Power; ; but at the ſame Time, it is a Power 
that is ſuppoſed to bind the Conſcience to Obedi- 


ence, as well as the Civil Power it ſelf doth; and 


withal too, independently of the Civil Power. 
_ Now this is truly a Conſequence that ſeems 
at leaſt to be very groſs and invidious, if not 
abſurd. I wiſh the Advocates for the Indepen- 
dencyof the eccleſiaſtical Power may think up- 
on it, for it needs no Wiredrawing to infer it: 


And it is near akin to an Argument againſt the 


Independency of Church Power, that hach been 
before pleaded in the third Num. of our ſecond 
Sect. via. that ir introduceth two ſu preme inde - 
pendent Powers in one Community. 
But it may perhaps be here urged, chat even 
upon the Scheme and Principles of this-Differ- 
tation, the very ſame groſs and invidious Con- 
ſequence i is not wholly avoided: And this be- 
cauſe in a Chriſtian State they in whom the 
ſpiritual Power is lodged, have all che Subjects 
£ bound in their Conſciences to their Obedience 
in all Cauſes whatſoever, the King only except- 
ed; nn n e with. 
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Regard to the whole Body n 
Chriſtian States. 
Io this 1 anſwer, chat altho' che ecclefraſti- - 
cal Rulers in every Chriſtian State are indeed 
cloathed with a ſpiritual Authority, and have 
all the Subjects bound in their Conſeiences to 
their Obedience in all Cauſes whatſoever, the 
King only himſelf being exempted; yet it is not 
a ſupreme Authority, but is liable to be regulat- 
ed and directed by the ſupreme Civil Power, 
whenever that ſhall interpoſe by ;es Commands. 
Yea not only the whole Body of the People, but 
even the ſpiritual Rulers themſelves are all of 
them alfo equally bound in their Conſciences to 
obey the ſupreme Civil Power in every Thing 
that is lawful, without any other Limitation or 
Exception. And this doth fully vindicate our 
Doctrine from the faid glaring and invidious 
Conſequence, to which the Doctrine of an inde- 
pendent Church Power is ſoplainly obnoxious. 


” \ 7 HEN I thought I had finiſhed this 
- Diſſertation, J have been induced to 

| ſubjoin this ſhort Section by reaſon of a Difficul- 
| N 5 ty 
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| . to me by an ingenious F riend ; SPM 
= 1 Pet. ii. 1 3, 14. would infer, that the 
ſubordinate Rulers in the Civil Government of 
a Chriſtian State are no leſs exempted from all 
| SubjeRion to the ſpiritual Power, than the ſu- 
preme Civil Power it ſelf is. The Words of 


that Text are, Submit your ſelves to every Or- 


dinance f Man, for the Lord's Sake ; avbether it 
be to the King as ſupreme, or unto Governours 
as unto, them that are ſent by him, for the Pu- 
niſhment of evil doers, and for. the Praiſe of 
. Zthem that do well. And ſeeing eccleſiaſtical Ru- 
lers are bound to ſubmit to the ſubordinate Go- 
vernors, as well as other Perſons, without any 
Exception more than others; and withal they 

might happen to interfere and juſtle with the 

ſubordinate Rulers, if it were otherwiſe; and 
ſeeing Authority can never go forward and 
backward upon it ſelf at the ſame Time and in 
the ſame Inſtances; therefore doth my Friend 
infer, that the ſubordinate Rulers muſt be ex- 


empted from the ſpiritual Authority as well as FL 


the ſupreme Civil Power. | 

I fhall firſt conſider what is folid and to be 

yielded in this Argument; and how the Con- 5 

ceſſions are to be qualified, and then bring it 

to the true Point of the n and ſo pro- 
ceed to anſwer it „ | 


Now 


7 
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| Now it is indeed very true that in a great va- 
riety of Cauſes and Actions, which in their dif- 
ferent Reſpects, are both ſpiritual and tempo- 
ral or civil, both of thoſe different Powers, ve. 
both the ſpiritual Governors, and the fubordi- 
nate Civil Rulers, may be acting and conver- 
ſant in their reſpective different Capaciries. 
It is alfo very true, that all and fundry of 
the Perſons who are veſted with the fpiriwual 
Power, as being Members of the Civil Society, 
are bound in their Conſciences to ſubmit to the 
Civil Authority, as it is exerted by the Admi- 
niſtration of the ſubordinate Civil Magiſtrates 
and Rulers, . e. to undergo the Civil Actions, 
Suits and Proſecutions before their Courts of 
| Judicature ; to ſubmit to their Decrees and 
legal Sentences, and even to obey their Ciratt- 
ons by their Servants and Officials: To all this 
Submiſſion they are no lefs bound than every 
lay Subje& is. The Nature of Government, 
as well as the Text under View, requires this. 
But then on the other Hand, it isnoleb true 
that all and ſundry of the Perſons who are veſt- 
ed with the ſubordinate Civil Authority in a 
Chriſtian State, are in their differentRanks and 
+ Capacities bound in their Conſciences to ſubmit 
to the ſpiritual Authority of the eccleſiaſtical 
| Rulers, to undergo Actions, Suits, and Proſe- 
. N 4 cutions 
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| - © cutions. wherever the ſpiritual Power exerts it 


ſelf; and to obey the Decrees and Sentences of 
_ thoſe who are veſted with that ſpiritual Pow- 
er, in their reſpective Capacities; and toſubmic 
to the Chaſtiſement of the ſpiritual Rod. For 
they are no more exempted or excepted: from 
the Command of the Apoſtles, Heb.. xiii. 17. 
than other private Chriſtians are, viz. Obey them 
that bave the Rule over you, and ſubmit" your 
ow for they watch for your Souls, as they that 
muſt give Account, &c. _ 
It is further alſo true, chat both of thoſe dif- 
ferent Powers, vi g. the ſubordinate Civil Ru- 


lers, and the ſpiritual Governors, exerting in 


the ir reſpective Capacities at the ſame Time, 
and upon the ſame Perſon, by Reaſon of their 
different. Views; the one may find the Party 
innocent, and abſolve whom the other finds 
_ guilty, and puniſheth or cenſureth, 4. e. the 

ſpiritual Ruler may find a Scandal, tho' the 
Party is exculpated and cleared before the Tem- 
poral Judge: And e contra, the ſubordinate Ci- 
vil Magiſtrate may find the Party convicted, 

whom the ſpiritual Power finds innocent. 
And hitherto, after all theſe Conceſſions, as 

they are qualified by repreſenting the Extentof 


VE the Powers on both Sides, there is no Difficul- 


: Fot ĩt is obrions. that * Sentences and ju- 
dicial 
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dicial Decifions, both of the one Side andof the 
other, may take Place, and execute their te- 
ſpective Effects; the one without Prejudice of 
the other: As likewiſe if they ſhall both agree 
binc inde, in finding guilty and puniſhing ; the 
one with the Temporal, and the other with the 


Spiritual Rod. And certainly the Caſes can 
bur rarely occur, in which the Adminiſtration 


of thoſe two different Powers (the ſubordinate 


" Civil, and the Eccleliaſtical) under the Con» 


duct of prudent and diſcreet Hands, n 
* interfere and juſtle. 
But here lies the chief Poine of this Difficul- 

175 That in ſome ſpecial Caſes there is a p- 
dility of their interfering ; for Example: The 
Church may command the Man to do 
Penance, not only for the Health of his own 
Soul, bur alſo to take off the publick Scandal 
for the ſpiritual good of the Flock whereof he 
| is a tranſgrefling Member; and at the fame 
time the ſubordinate Magiſtrate acting in his 
Civil Capacity, may condemn the fame Man 
to  Confinement in the Priſon, or the 
Mines; l him into a remote Place; or 
inflict upon him ſome other Sentence that can- 
not conſiſt with the Sentence of the Church. 

And becauſe ĩt may be here ſaid char the Bo- 


ay is at the Diſpoſal of the Civil Authority, © 
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chat in this Caſe, the ſpiritual 3 

give Way to the Civil; therefore it will preſs 
the Difficulty more home, if the ſpiritual Ru- 
ler ſball be ſuppoſed to require the ſame ſubor- 
dinate Magiſtrate to concur with his ſecular 
Arm, to the rendring of the Sentence of the 
Church effectual; and at the ſame Time that 
this ſubordinate Magiſtrate ſhall be tenacious 
of vindicating the Authority of his own Sen- 


| tence: Becauſe if the Caſe is ſo ſtated, there 


muſt be a Ceſſation of Authority, either upon 
the one Side or the other; for the Interfering 
and juſtling cannot otherwiſe. be avoided: And 
ſeeing both Sides have an unqueſtionable Claim, 
and may both of them be acting in thedueEx- 
erciſe of their juſt Authority; is it not neceſſa- 
ry that this ſubordinate Magiſtrate ſhould be 
exempted from the ſpiritual Authority? For 
there may be ſuch Caſes ſtated by a fruitful 
Invention in a great Variety: And there is till, 
a Poſſibility that ſuch a Situation may emerge. 
Now in order to give the more diſtin& and 


n are to 


be premiſed. And 

Fit, The Reader is deſired to en to W 
is formerly repreſented, viz. in Sect. II. of _ 
Diflerrarion Num. 3. namely, That there m 


be ſeveral inferior * ſubordinate Powers, dos 
indeed 


A 
LO 
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indeed very well conſiſt; becauſe tho they 


ſhould happen to be converſant about the fame 


Civil Power: Let it is not an 


Perſons and Things; yet ſuch Order may be 
taken by the ſupreme Power, that their Com- 
mands ſhall not interfere and juſtle, tho none 
upon Earth can order Things ſo as to keep two 
ſupreme Powers from interfering ; becauſe this 
would ſuppoſe both of them to be ſubjected to 
him that ſhould preſcribe this Order, and con- 
ſequently neither of them to be ſupreme, Sc. 
Secondly, It is to be remembred, that upon 
the whole Scheme and Principles all along af- 
ſerted and eſtabliſhed in this Diſſertation, altho* 

the ſpiritual Power is allowed to be derived from 
Jeſus Chriſt; and it is owned that the Perſons 
veſted therewith, cannot be exauctorated by ws 4 


Power; bur in the Execution and Adminiftra- 
tion thereof, is liable to be regulated by the ſu- 
preme Civil Power, ſo far as to be bound to 
an active Obedience thereunto in every Thing 
that is lawful. | 
Thirdly, Becauſe it is not poſlible for the ſu- 


preme Civil Power to apply it ſelf —_ 


and immediately to all that infinite Variety of 


Occaſions which may be neceſſary in the Ad- 
- miniſtration and Execution of Juſtice, or for 
the enn Welfare and 2 therefore in 


a great 


ektr, but actual Applicati 


x84 tn: 


a great policical Body, ſubordinate Rulers are 
neceſſary: But then all thoſe delegated Powers 
here with they are veſted in their reſpective 
Stations, are ſtill to be conſidered as ſo many 
Conduits or Chanels by which the ſupreme 


ſeveral Acts or Orders, and judicial Sentences 
ifſuing forth from thoſe ſubordinate Magiſtrates 
min their 
mations of the Will of the ſupreme Civil Pow- 
tions of its Authority; and 
conſequently, altho a diſtinguiſhed Honour 
and Reſpect is due to their Perſons in Pcoporti- 
on to their reſpective Truſt and Stations; yet 
in all the Adminiſtration of their Offices, they 
are only the Inſtruments by which the ſovereign 
1 their Maſter is exerted and applied. 
Theſe three Things which I have premiſed 
are either evinced and eſtabliſhed formerly, or 


5 | ſo unqueſtionable in themſelves, that there is 


no Need of uſing more Words to illuſtrate. or 


confirm them; and therefore I lay them down 


| hs erg poftulata. _ 

And now I anſwer directly to the Difficulty 
ed. That all the ſubordinate Civil Ma- 

giſtrates, fromthe higheſt to the loweſt of them, 

are no more exempted. from the ſpiritual Au- 


* Chriſtian State, than the meaneſt 
| Officers 


Civil Power doth run to exert it ſelf: And he 


ive Stations, are not only Inti- | 
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Officers or Servants of their reſpective Courts 
and Juriſdictions, or than any other Chriſtian 
Member whoſoever: And for any 
ſeeming Difficulty that doth ariſe from the ſpe- 
cial Caſe as ic is before ſtated: __ 

Fin, In a Chriſtian State, they in whom the 
foprame Civil Power is lodged, are as Chriſti- 
an Princes bound in their Conſciences to ſup- 
port and defend the Authority of the Church. 
as it is an Inſtitution of their Saviour: Abo 

they are themſelves neceſſarily exempred from 
all Subjection to any Authority that can be com 
mitted unto Men; yet as they will anſwer un- 
to him by whom Kings reign, it is the bounden 
Duty of every Sovereign to ſtrengthen the Hands 
of the ecclefiaſtical Rulers, in the due Execun- 
on of that Power which Cbriſt hath committed 
to them; and to afford the Concurrence of his 
ſecular Arm to render their Sentences eſfectual. 
To this he is bound as he is the Minifterof Gall 
70 thee (i. e. to his People) fer gaad, that He 
may not bear the Sword in vain: For be is the 
Minifter of God, a Revenger to execute Wrath 
upon him that doth Evil : ATerror is cull Deere, 


Rom. xiii. 3, 4. 


And therefore, much more ought the ſubor- 
dinate Magiſtrate to do ſo; who being Chriſti» 


| an, is himſelf e to che ſpiritual Power. 
And 
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| And conſequently being required to concur with 


his ſecular Aſſiſtance for rendring the Sentence of 
the Church effectual, (as is ſuppoſed in the ſtated 


Eiſe under View) if he doth refuſe this, or ſets 
Himſelf in oppoſition to it; this is a ſinful Abuſe 
öf his Power, a Diſobedience againſt his own 


ſpiritual Governors, and a manifeſt Conternpt 
of Cbriſts Inſtitution, as well as of his Delegates, 


unto whom he has ſaid, He that deſpiſeth you 
deſpiſeth me; and he that de efpiſeth me, deſpiſetb 


him that ſent me. And lo I am with you al- 
way, even unto the End of the World, Amen. 
But Secondly, If the ſaid ſubordinate Magi- 
ſtrate in our ſtated Caſe, ſhall in Contradiction 
ro his Chriſtian Duty, from a Pretext of vindi- 
cating the Honour and Authority of his own 
Sentence, tenaciouſly inſiſt on the Execution of 
it, to clude and fruſtrate the Sentence of the 
Church; and thereby occaſion the Interfering 


and Juſtling of the ſpiritual and civil Powers: 


| This is the uttermoſt to which whe 2 


Difficulty can be carried. 


And here the firſt and ſecond Things tk 
are premĩſed and laid down as poſtulata, do 


pla inly afford the Anſwer and Solution. For ac- 


cording to the firſt of them, Order may be taken 

by the ſupreme Civil Power to determine the 

8 For his „ cannot be declined 
| by 
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by his own ſubordinate Magiſtrate or Delegate. 
And according to the ſecond of them, the ec 


cleſiaſtical Authority, tho derived from C, 
and not from the Sovereign; yet not being an 
independent Power, it is to be alſo concluded 
by, and to ſubmit to the Determination of the 
Sovereign, as far as can be done without Sin: 
And juſt ſo in all the Variety of ſpecial Caſes 
that are ſo ſtated, how often ſoever "ay may 
S, 2085 
But Thirdly, If the Matter in Debate berwixe 
the ſpiritual Ruler and the ſubordinate Civil 
Magiſtrate is of a neceſſary and important Na- 


ture, ſo as the Perſons veſted with the ſpiritual 


| ed; without offending God]; but find themſelves 


Authority are bound in their Conſciences to ad- 
here to their Claim of Right, and cannot wich- 
out Sin conform themſelves to the Determina- 
tion of their Sovereign, the ſupreme Civil Po- 
er, nor ſuffer their own Sentence to be fruſtrat 


obliged in the conſcientious Diſcharge of their 
Office and Function, to proſecute the diſobedi- 
ent ſubordinate Civil Magiſtrate for his Con- 
tempt. In this hard Caſe it becomes neceſſarily 
| Incumbent on them, after the uſing all gentle 
and prudent Means for preventing it, to exert 

their eccleſiaſtical Authority upon the faid dif- 
obedient Civil Magiſtrate, tho at their great- 
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_ eft Peril, by the Correction ofthe einem! Rod; 
and patiently to bear and undergo the Hurt or 

Dagger that may follow. For altho' the ſu- 
preme Civil Power, their Sovereign, cannot be 
ſuhjected to their ſpiricual Authority; yet in a 
Chriſtian State all others are: And the ſubor- 
dinate Magiſtrate is no. more n than 
the Soyereign's Footman. 

It has been the main Deũgnof this Dibrani 
on to evince, that notwithſtanding the eccleſia - 
ical Rulers are veſted by Jeſus Chrift with their 
ſpirĩtual Power, which the Sovereign could nei · 
cher give nor can deprive them of; yet that iris 

not a Power independent of the Sovereign in the 
Execution and Adminiſtration thereof. But as 
to ſubordinate Magiſtrates, they have indeed 
the Honour, in the Name and Authority of 
of their ſovereign Maſter, not only to intimate 
his Will, but alſo to apply his ſupreme Power 
in the Execution of his Laws: But at the ſame 
Time, according to the third of the Things pre- 
miſed as poſtulate, they are only the Conduits 
or Chanels by which the ſupreme Civil Power 
doth tun to exert it ſelf, and the Inſtruments by 
whom the ſovereign Authority of their Maſter 
is exerted and applied. They are no ways 
Sharers in Propriety with their Sovereign, and 


2 ae only the Servants whom he uſeth at his 
own 
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cy Pleaſure, in the Execution of his ſovereign 
Authority; and are accountable to him ſor their 
due Adminiſtration in the reſpective Degrees of 
their Truſt: and therefore they can have no 
Claim to that Exemption from the 
to the ſpiritual Authority, which is only com- 
nt to the ſupreme Civil Power. 

If the Reader ſhall look back into Sect. VI. 
Num. 6 and 7, and into Sect. III. Num. 7.and 
throughout the ſeventh and eighth Sections, 
| Where the indiſpenſable Neceſſity of 
the ſupreme Civil Power from all Subjection to 
the ſpiritual Authority is evinced; it will be e- 
vident, that the convincing Reaſons of their Ex- 
emption, are ſuch as cannot be accommodated 
or applied to the ſubordinate Civil Magiſtrates, 
or-any other than the ſupreme Civil Power it 
ſelf, viz. in a few Words, for theſe two Rea» 
ſons; Firſt, becauſe the very Capacity of Sove- 
reignty is inconſiſtent with all Kind of Subjecti- 
on to any other Power ; for none can be above 
the higheſt. And Secondly, becauſe the eccle- 
fiaſtical Rulers are themſelves in their Conſct- 
ences bound to obey all who are in that Capa- 
city of Sovereignty, in every Thing that is not 
ſinful, without even in the very Ex- 
erciſe of their ſpiritual Authority. And hence 
it is plain that this Exemption from the ſpirt- 
£4 tual 
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tual Power; is the ſole Werres and Privi- | 
lege of the ſupreme Civil Power: a Property 
that is in its own Nature incommunicable, and 
cannot be ſhared by any but thoſe to whom the 
ſupreme Civil Power it ſelf 1 is communicated | 
and imparted. 
I conceive what is ſaid in this Section! is ſuf- 
ficient for the full clearing of the propoſed Dif- 
ficulty. And I have treated of this at the grea- 
ter length from the ſincere Concern I bear to 
have the eccleſiaſtical Authority in the due Ex- 
tent of it, vindicated and guarded againſt all 
Encroachment upon it; for which I am no leſs 
anxious, than I truly am, for vindicating the 
juſt Claim of the ſupreme Civil Power. 
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